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Current Topics. 
The New Rules of the Supreme Court, 

WE PRINT elsewhere a set Of new Rules of the Supreme Court, 
They are nearly identical with those of 17th July, 1914, which 
were declared urgent and came into operation at once (58 
SoLicirors’ JOURNAL, p. 724; Annual Practice, 1915, pp. 1194, 
2259), but which, in part, were limited to the Long Vacation of 
1914. The first of these rules, which allowed the trial in 
vacation of any urgent non-jury case, disappears, but the 
provision for such trial of order 14 cases, where leave to defend 
has been given, is repeated, ‘These cases, therefore, can be tried 
in the Long Vacation, and they will be entered in a special list. 
Rule 2 of the present rules reproduces rule 3 of the uly rules, 
and is intended to provide for the convenient disposal of cireuit 
business at assize towns other than Manchester, Liverpool, 
Leeds, Birmingham, Cardiff and Swansea. The effect is that the 
judge going the circuit will settle the most suitable town for 
trial, and he is from time to time to be furnished with such 
information as willenable him to provide for the adequate trial 
of the action, and to arrange also for the proper disposal of all 
the actions on the circuit. For any such information promptly 
given the party may be a!lowed costs on taxation. These rules 
have no place assigned to them in the Rules of the Supreme 
Court, an omission which is inconvenient for purposes of 
reference and arrangement. The third rule repeats, with a 
slight alteration, the Rules of the Supreme Court, ord. 36, r. 22b 
(Entry for Trial). 

The New Contraband Proclamation. 

Tuer new contraband lists which we print elsewhere do not 
contain any such important changes as were made recently 
vhen copper, iron, and rubber were inserted, first in the list of 
conditional contraband (21st September; 58 Soricrrors’ 
JouRNAL, p. 839), and then of absolute contraband (29th October ; 
ante, p 16). The present changes appear to be due to the 
desire to bring the list of absolute contraband into agreement 
with actual practice in the use of chemical ingredients and metals 
for warlike purposes. Thus item 4, which formerly contained 
sulphuric acid only, now enumerates various ingredients of 
explosives, and beth sulphur and glycerine are transferred here 
from the conditional list; and the list of metals and ores is con- 
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siderably increased (items 13-15). Copper and mineral oils and 
motor spirit, except lubricating oils, remain in the absolute list. 
Item 22 in this list—submarine sound signalling apparatus—is 
new. The absolute and conditional lists with which Great 
Britain started contained twelve and thirteen items respectively. 
These were the same as those in the Declaration of London, é xcept 
that aircraft were transferred from the conditional to the absolute 
list. The items now are twenty-nine and thirteen in number. 
The conditional list is still almost the same as that in the Declara 
tion. but hides and leather have been inserted in it, and barbed 
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wire has be« n transfe rred to the absolute list, 


The United States Note. 


THE NOTE which has just been presented by the United States 
Government to Great Britain will, it may be hoped, prepare the 
way for the settlement of the controversy as to the searching 
and detention of American ships which has been recently growing 
more acute. The rights of neutrals as regards maritime trade 
have been somewhat obscured by the treatment accorded in the 
Declaration of London and its British modifications to the 
doctrine of continuous voyages. There is, of course, no objection 
to neutrals carrying on trade with a belligerent so long as the 
articles are on the free list. The difficulty arises only with 
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articles on the contraband list, whether absolute or conditional, 
and the right of search exists in order to prevent the entry of 
these into the enemy country. If they are consigned to the enemy 
country direct, then, as regards absolute contraband, the case is 
clear ; this is liable to seizure; but as regards conditional con- 
traband it is still necessary to shew that the goods are destined 
for the belligerent forces (Declaration of London, Art. 33); and 
this destination is presumed if they are consigned to the enemy 
authorities or to an agent of the enemy State (Declaration of 
London, Art. 84; Order in Council of 29th October, ante, p. 46). The 
chief difficulty arises when goods, whether absolute or conditional 
contraband, are not ostensibly consigned to the enemy country, but 
are consigned to a neutral country, and it is suspected that their 
ultimate destination is for the enemy. If they are absolute 
contraband, then they are subject tu the doctrine of continuous 
voyages, and are liable to seizure, if it can be proved that their 
real destination is the enemy country (Declaration of London, 
Art. 30). If they are only conditional contraband, then, 
according to the Declaration of London, their immediate neutral 
destination is conclusive, for as regards such contraband the 
doctrine of continuous voyages is excluded (Art. 35). The 
Order in Council of 20th August, adopting the Declaration of 
London with modifications (58 Soticitors’ JouRNAL, p. 799), 
threw over Article 35, and expressly applied the doctrine of 
continuous voyages to conditional contraband. Thus all neutral 
ships bound for neutral ports adjacent to Germany, such as 
Rotterdam, were liable to the seizure of either absolute or 
conditional contraband ; absolute, if the ultimate destination was 
Germany or the German forces; conditional, if the ultimate 
destination was the German forces or Government. 


Contraband and Neutral Countries. 


But, IN practice, it is, of course, very difficult to tell from the 
ship's papers and cargo—at any rate, by casual inspection at sea 
—what the ultimate destination of a cargo of a contraband nature 
may be ; and apparently the British naval authorities claimed to 
seize neutral ships on suspicion of carrying contraband, and 
to take them into port to be detained til] the suspicion wasremoved. 
If the matter still remained doubtful, the cargo might be pur- 
chased by the British Government. Trouble on this account 
arose in October over the seizure of American oil-tank steamers 
and the British Government claimed that cargoes consigned to 
order,” and not to a named person in a neutral country, were 
liable to be seized as contraband. And this view was expressly 
adopted in the Order in Couneil of 29th October (ante, p. 46). 
It was provided that such cargoes were liable to capture unless 
the owner of the goods proved that the destination was innocent. 
There were also successive changes in the lists of contraband. 
Copper, iron ore, and rubber, which were at first free, were on 21st 
September placed in the conditional contraband list (58 
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also oil, were placed in the absolute contraband list. But 


raw cotton remained free, and foodstuffs, forage, and 
clothing remained conditional contraband, so as to be liable to 
seizure only if destined for the enemy forces or Government, 
But the lengthening of the contraband lists only intensifies the 
difficulty of proving whether absolute contraband consigned to a 
neutral country has Germany for its ultimate destination, or 
whether conditional contraband so consigned has the German 
forces for its ultimate destination ; while at the same time, look. 
ing at the general movement of trade, it has been suspected that 
copper and rubber and oil were finding their way in large 
quantities into Germany through neutral countries, and before 
Holland placed an embargo on the exportation of tea, this was 
especially the case with tea exported from England to Holland. 
There has also been strong suspicion that meat cargoes were at 
once passed on to the Kiel Canal for the use of the German 
forees, 

Consular Certificates as to Contraband. 

THERE APPEARS to be no dispute between the United States 
and Great Britain as to the general principles of contraband and 
the right of search. Even the extension of the contraband lists 
has been acquiesced in, and theoretically the right of search is 
admitted. The difficulties are practical, and they have led in the 
past to suggestions for the abolition of contraband, or, failing 
that, the limitation of the rights of search by the adoption of a 
system of consular certificates declaring the absence of contraband 
from the cargo. An attempt has been made by the British 
Government to introduce such a system of certiticates on the 
present occasion, This was in response to the first Note of the 
United States presented at the beginning of November. It 
should be noticed that the Declaration of London made no pro- 
vision for such certificates, though it exempted from search 
neutral vessels under national convoy (Article 61), a provision 
which it seems the Scandinavian States propose to use. But the 
system does not seem to have been successful—possibly it has 
not had a sufficiently long trial—and from the summary of the 
second Note, which is all that at present is available, it appears 
that trouble still arises from the British naval authorities not 
being contented with such search as can be made at sea. The 
United States urge that proof of the hostile destination of 
a cargo must be evident at the time of search at sea; and 
in the absence of such proof the ship must be allowed to go on 
her voyage; she cannot be diverted to a belligerent port on 
mere suspicion. The reason for the course a seer by the 
British cruisers doubtless is that the ship’s papers cannot 
be trusted, and that the size and complexity of modem 
cargoes makes it impracticable to conduct a proper search 
at ea. And the correctness of this is, according to the 7 ime 
Washington correspondent (Times, 31st December), admitted 
by President Witson. He recognizes that much of the 
inconvenience to American vessels and traders is due to 
dishonesty on that side of the Atlantic—-to false manifests, and 
to smuggling of contraband in non-contraband cargoes—and 
says that, in the discussion, he must be supported by honest 
manifests. Of course, if these could be relied on, there would 
be an end of the difficulty. The system of consular certificates 
is intended to secure the honesty of the manifests, and, indeed, 
it dispenses with the actual search and all the trouble and delay 
which the search entails. No doubt the controversy will be 
conducted on both sides with the utmost friendliness, but, savé 
in making the system of certificates more practicable, there at 
present seems no solution in view. 


Food Supplies for the Enemy Population. 


IN REGARD to one point made in the United States Note, we 
suppose there will be no controversy—namely, as regards the 
exemption of foodstuffs intended for the enemy civil population. 
A statement of Lord Sa.ispury’s is cited which does no mort 
than lay down the admitted rule :—“ Foodstuffs, though having 
hostile destination, can be considered as contraband of war only 
if they are for the enemy forces. It is not sufficient that they 
are capable of being so used. It must be shewn that this wa 
in fact their destination at the time of their seizure.” No 
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reference is at present available for this passage, but the principle 
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admits of no doubt. Foodstuffs are conditional contraband, and 
they cannot be seized on a neutral vessel unless there is evidence 
that they are destined for the enemy forces or Government, the 
evidence being such as is required by Article 34 of the Declaration 
of London and the Order in Council of 29th October (ante, p. 46). 
Attention may be directed to clause 2 of the Order allowing the 
Secretary of State to notify that the enemy is drawing supplies 
for his armed forces from a neutral country, and thereupon 
Article 35 is excluded and the doctrine of continuous voyages 
applies; but we are not aware that any such notification has 
yet been made, Short, however, of proof that foodstuffs are 
destined for the enemy forces, they are free. The only way in 
which a can be legally excluded is by blockade, and at present 
no blockade of any German port exists. No doubt the newspapers 
frequently speak as though we were trying to cut off food 
supplies from Germany ; and no doubt, too, the present disposi- 
tion of ships of war in the North Sea, and the closing of a 
certain area by mines, has very nearly the effect of a blockade. 
It isnot unlikely that the experiences of this war will revolutionize 
the law and practice as to blockade. But, accepting the recog- 
nized rules of international law, we are not entitled to interfere 
with American shipments of food supplies to Germany unless 
their destination to the German forces or Government is proved. 
7 it is quite possible that the supply is very materially 
interfered with, but this arises out of operations and circum- 
stances incident to the war, and not from the direct exercise of 
the right to seize foodstuffs as contraband. There is difficulty as 
to insurance, and difficulty as to finding a safe route. These 
matters no doubt operate adversely to American trade, just as 
they act adversely to Germany ; but the American complaint 
must be that we are at war at all; not that we are asserting any 
unjustified claims to interfere with neutral shipping; and that 
might raise a question how, in this struggle for public law and 
the faith of treaties, the United States are content to be neutral. 


Income of Retained Securities. 


THE QUESTION of the right of a tenant for life to receive the 
full income of retained investments has been frequently before 


the courts of recent years. Ina properly drawn will the power 
for the trustees to postpone conversion and retain existing 
investments is always accompanied by a direction that, until 
conversion, the income shall be paid to the tenant for life. And 
this is the probable intention ef testators, but when the direction 
is omitted there is a difficulty in carrying it into effect. As 
regards wasting property, such as leaseholds, it appears to be 
settled, that a mere power to postpone conversion does not give 
the income in specie to the tenant for life. But there is a 
distinction between wasting property, and hazardous or specula- 
tive property—terms which may be taken to include all invest- 
ments not authorized for the investment of funds by the trustees 
—and when such investments existing at the testator’s death are 
authorized to he retained, it would seem that they thereby 
become authorized investments for the purposes of the will, and 
accordingly the income should go to the tenant for life. This 
view has been taken in /’e Sheldon (39 Ch. D. 50) and I’ve Butes 
(1907, 1 Ch. 22), and it might well have been accepted as final. 
It is true that in He Chaytor (1905, 1 Ch. 233) WarrINGTON, J., 
held to the contrary, but in his judgment he did not refer to 
Ke Sheldon (supra), though it was in fact cited to him. The 
Fecent case of J’e Inman (ante, p. 161) is a further decision 
that an express gift of income is unnecessary, and it would, 
we should have thought, have been sufficient to follow Le Sheldon 
and Jie Bates, and treat Re Chaytor as overruled ; but NEVILLE, 
J., preferred to accept this last case, and to distinguish it on 
What seems an unsatisfactory ground. The power to retain 
investments, he said, carries the income, if it is a distinet and 
independent power, not if it is merely aucillary to the trust 
or convetsion. In ‘Ke Chaytor, he said, it was merely ancillary, 
and did not carry income ; in Re Inman it was independent— 
meaning, apparently, no more than that it was in a separate 
tlause~—and it did carry income. But it seems unnecessary to 
Sart this unsubstantial distinction for the purpose of getting 
round Le Chaytor, when there is the perfectly plain principle 
Sbove stated, and two cases to support it—namely, that a 
Properly retained investment is an authorized investment for 


the purposes of the will, and, as a necessary consequence, the 
income goes to the tenant for life. Ae Jnman seems to renew 
doubt on a matter which had become clear. It should be noticed 
that in Re Bates there was no trust for sale; but since there is, 
in the absence of a power to the contrary, a duty to convert, 
this does not seem to make any difference: see, however, a letter 
in 58 Soticitors’ JOURNAL, p. 45. 


Covenants for Perpetual Renewal, 


It 1s a well-settled rule for the construction of covenants for 
the renewal of a lease that the court will not give them the effect 
of perpetual renewal unless such an intention is clearly shewn: 
Baynham v. Guy's Hospital (3 Ves. 295, 298). At the same 
time, it is not necessary that there shall be words expressly 
directing perpetual renewal. It is sufficient if there are words 
in the covenant to which effect cannot be given without treating 
them as indicating such an intention. This principle was 
enunciated by Pace Woop, V.C., in Hare v. Burges (4 K. & J. 
45), and he held that a covenant to grant a renewed lease, 
subject to the same covenants “ including this present covenant,” 
amounted to a covenant for perpetual renewal, though in the 
absence of these words, if the direction is simply that the new 
lease shall contain the same covenants as the old one, the result 
would be different : Hyde v. Skinner (2 P. Wms. 196) ; see Lewis 
v. Stephenson (67 L. J. Q. B. 296). Similarly in Swinhourne v. 
Milburn (9 App. Cas. 844) Lord Setborne, C., said that there 
must be words which, either expressly or by necessary inference, 
point to perpetuity. There is, indeed, no legal presumption 
against a right of renewal; but upon a person claiming such a 
right lies the burden of strict proof. In Mynn v. Conway 
Corporation, before Joycr, J. (58 Soiicirors’ JOURNAL, 482), 
whose decision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (1914, 2 
Ch. 705), it was held that this burden was discharged. The 
lease was for twenty-one years, with a covenant to grant a new 
lease for the same term at the end of the first eleven years, 
and so on, “so often as every eleven yerrs of the said term 
shall expire.” There could not be two periods of eleven years 
in the original term, and it was difficult to give any meaning to 
these last words, unless they indicated a perpetual renewal ; and 
such was held to be their affect. In general it may be that the 
construction of a document can be assisted by evidence of the con- 
duct of the parties under it, but this is not so with a covenant for 
renewal, and it will not be construed as perpetual because successive 
renewals have been made under it (Baynham v. Guy's Hospital, 
supra). By tho Real Property and Conveyancing Bill, clause 
43, provision is made for converting perpetually renewable 
leaseholds into leases for 2,000 years, 

Release of RestrictiverCovenants, 

A CURIOUS conveyancing point arosein Mayner v. Payne (58 
Soricitors’ JOURNAL, 740; 1914, 2 Ch. 555) with respect to 
the right of the original vendor of a building estate to release 
the restrictive covenants as regards any particular plot. Webs, 
the owner of a freehold building estate at Bexhill, known as the 
Egerton estate, in 1895 conveyed several lots to MAYNER, 
subject to certain restrictive covenants which were expressed to 
be made between the “ vendor” and the “ purchaser,’ but these 
words were not defined. By one clause the “ vendor ” reserved the 
right to allow a departure from any of the stipulations. In 1898 
MAYNER conveyed six lots to WHITECHURCH, and the conveyance 
recited that he was seised in fee simple, subject to the stipula- 
lations in the schedule, which WHITECHURCH covenanted to 
observe. The stipulations were identical with those in the deed 
of 1895, and again there was no definition of “ vendor and 
“purchaser.” ‘The stipulations were repeated in the same way 
in subsequent conveyances, and ultimately one lot became vested 
in PayNE. PAYNE wished to use his lot for a garage, and for 
that purpose required a release of the restriction against trading, 
and obtained it from WEBB, as being the “ vendor within the 
meaning of the stipulations. Thereupon MayNER objected and 
said that he was the vendor under the deed of 1898, and that his 
consent was necessary. It required, perhaps, some bold- 
ness on the part of NRVILLE, J., to set aside this 
construction for prima facie the “vendor” in each conveyance 





was the person who thereby conveyed the land by way of sue ; 
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but the learned judge looked beyond the immediate meaning of 
the word in the particular deed to its meaning for the purpose 
of the stipulations which were repeated in identical terms in each 
deed. These, as the present Master of the Rolls observed in his 
very useful judgment in Reid v. Bickerstaff (1909, 2 Ch. 305), 
form a local law imposed on all holders of the land by the original 
vendor; and it is more natural that “vendor” should retain 
its meaning in successive editions of the local law than that it 
should shift to a new person on each occasion. This would not 
exclude the origina] vendor under the earlier conveyance, and, 
in fact, there would be a lengthening series of vendors, the con- 
sent of all of whom would be required for any relaxation of the 
restrictions. This was not the scheme of the local law, and 
NEVILLE, J., held that Wesn’s sole consent was suflicient, The 
effect of the original vendor ceasing to hold any of the estate, or 
being dead, might ‘create difficulty, but in the present case no 
such question arose 


The Legal Positionof Foreign Debtors 
and Creditors in Holland. 


By Ricnarp K1n@, Solicitor of the Supreme Court, London. 


Tue legal and practical difficulties existing in a number of 
European countries in respect of the enforcement of obligations, 
especially as between the subjects and residents of countries at 
war with one another, and the large amount of property and 
the number of business enterprises belonging to foreigners 
within Holland, renders the question of the legal status of 
foreign debtors and creditors under Dutch law, and the rules 
governing attachment and garnishment in Holland, of wide- 
reaching practical importanee. ‘lhe political status of Holland, 
and her advantageous geographical position, has, since the present 
war, attracted to that kingdom a number of business enter- 
prises from other portions of the continent of Europe, not only 
from the belligerent, but also from the neutral states. The 
banking and exchange facilities of the Dutch banks have also 
induced a number of business houses of the Continent to keep 
considerable deposits in these banks, and numerous branches of 
Continental business houses, operating either as agencies or 
nominally as independent firms, have been established, notably 
within the past few months. Another important consideration is 
that no moratorium has been declared in Holland. 

The general principle ot the Dutch law regarding the legal 
position of foreigners is enunciated in Article 9 of the law 
containing the “General Provisions governing the Legislation 
of the kingdom.” This article states that, in respect of the civil 
law of the kingdom, the position of aliens is the same as that 
of subjects of the kingdom, unless the law specially provides to 
the contrary. There are few exceptions to the general 
principle, and these are of subordinate importance. Among the 
exceptions of practical importance to British subjects is the one 
contained in the Code of Civil Procedure, that alien plaintiffs 
must furnish security for costs. The exception does not apply 
to signatories of the Hague Convention of 17th July, 1905, 
which provided inter alia for the abrogation of the legal 
provisions concerning the cautio judicatum solvi 

The first question to be considered is, whether an alien may be 
sued in the Dutch courts. The question is in part answered in 
the affirmative in the Code of Civil Procedure, Art. 127. This 
article provides that Dutch subjects may bring a suit against an 
alien, whether resident or non-resident, provided that the 
obligation was entered into with a Dutch subject, either in 
Holland or abroad. It is to be noted that the phraseology of 
this article might be so interpreted as to accord a right of action 
only to subjects of Holland, and this interpretation was once given 
to it by the Court of Cassation (a). This decision was, however, 
not followed in two later cases ()). In these the Court of Cassation 
announces the view that Article 127 gives to an alien the same 
rights of action against another alien as it does to Dutch 
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(a). Beshben of 8th January, 1858. Weekblad van het Recht, 1922 

(>). Decision of 20th February 1891. Weekbiad, 5995. Decision of 2ist Junc, 1901 
Weekblad 7611. Followed in the decision of the Tribunal of Amsterdam, 6th December 
1912, Weekblad, 9510 ‘ 





subjects, even though the defendant be not resident within 
Holland, provided that the other conditions of jurisdiction 
exist. 

The other conditions of jurisdiction here referred to are 
either in respect of the subject-matter, or in respect of the 
person. Under the first head must be mentioned the rules that 
the Duteh courts bave jurisdiction over all actions in rem affecting 
immovable property located within the kingdom. In respect of 
all commercial matters the Dutch law provides, that, in addition 
to the ordinary non-commercial forum, the courts of the place 
where a contract was entered into, or where goods were to be 
delivered, or where payment was to be made, are competent to 
exercise jurisdiction in respect thereof. : 

Where the forum is not determined ratione materi, a resident 
alien must be sued at tho place of his domicil, while a non- 
resident alien may be sued at the domicil of the plaintiff. This 
latter provision is contained in Article 126c¢ of the Code of 
Civil Procedure. Here again the question arises, whether this 
article may be invoked in favour of an alien plaintiff. Following 
the views of the later decisions of the Court of Cassation based 
on the rules formulated by the late T. M. C. ASSER (c), the courts 
have adopted a liberal proeedure. This question does not appear 
to have been expressly decided by the Court of Cassation. The 
decision of 20th February, 1891, above referred to, takes the 
view that the Article 126¢ is applicable to subjects of Holland, 
but leaves the question of its applicability to alien plaintiffs 
open. 

PA decision of the Tribunal of the Hague (4), by a liberal inter- 

wretation of Article 9 of the “General Provisions regarding the 
Fegislation of the Kingdom,” has decided that Article 126c of 
the Code of Civil Procedure extends to alien plaintiffs. In this 
ease the court assumed jurisdiction in an action of garnishment 
brought by an alien resident in Paris against another alien also 
there resident, in respect of a debt owing to the latter by a 
debtor resident at the Ilague. Jurisdiction was assumed, not 
alone in respect of the foreign attachment, but also in respect of 
the validity of the claim of the plaintiff. 

The result of the cases appear to be that an alien may sue 
another alien in Holland either generally, or by means of an 
attachment cf property locally situate, or by the garnishment of 
debts locally owing. The jurisdiction of the courts attaches 
either by reason of the nature of the claim, or by reason of the 
fact that the defendant is resident within Holland, or, in case 
the defendant is not so resident, by reason of the residence of 
the plaintiff. 

Residence of the plaintiff is a formal matter, an election of 
domicil for the purposes of the suit being sufficient. In order 
to obviate all questions of the domicil of the plaintiff, and the 
further question as to whether the higher courts will follow the 
views announced in the decision of the Tribunal of the Hague, 
an assignment of the claim to a resident subject of Holland may 
be advisable, 


The New Naturalization Act. 
II. 


[IN our former articles we dealt with the provisions of the 
new «tatute down to and including those contained in section 
16. The remaining sections of the Act deal with matters which 
may be classed under three heads. First, the status of aliens, 
chiefly as regards their capacity to acquire, hold, and dispose of 
property in this country; secondly, procedure and evidence, 
matters that are mainly administrative; and thirdly, supple- 
mental matters comprising provisions of a miscellaneous 
character. 

With regard to the status of aliens, the new Act does little 
more than re-enact in somewhat different terms the material 
provisions of the Naturalization Act, 1870. A very great and 
important change was effected in the law in this respect by the 
Act of 1870. Prior to that Act an alien could not acquire land 
in fee simple, without the liability to forfeiture to the Crown. 





(c). Schets van het internationasl Privaatrecht, p. 29. 
(@). 16tn June, 1908, Weekbiad, 7069. 
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He could, however, acquire land for a term not exceeding 
twenty-one years, if he wasa subject ofa friendly state and the 
land was so acquired for the purposes of residence. These 
facilities were afforded to aliens by the statute 7 & 8 Vict. c. 66. 
As regards personal property, however, an alien was under no 
disability. The Act of 1870 put aliens, whether alien enemies 
or alien friends, in the same ition to all intents and purposes 
as regards the acquisition, holding, «nd disposing of all come of 
property as that enjoyed by British subjects. 


The status of aliens is dealt with by sections 17 snd 18 of 
the new Act. Section 17 re-enacts, in effect, and to a large 
extent verbatim, the provisions of section 2 of the Naturalization 
Act, 1870, as qualified by section 14 of the same Act, which 
provided that nothing contained in that Act was to qualify an 
alien to be the owner ofa British ship. Section 17 of the new 
Act provides that real and personal property of every descrip- 
tion may be taken, acquired, held and disposed of by an alien in 
the same manner in all respects as by a natural-born British 
subject, and that a title to real and personal property of every 
description may be derived through, from, or in succetsion to an 
alien in the same manner in all respects as through, from, or in 
succession to a natural-born British subject. But it is provided 
that the section is not to operate so as to confer any right on 
an alien to hold real property situate out of the United King- 
dom, nor to qualify an alien for any office or for any municipal, 
parliamentary, or other franchise. These provisoes are taken 
from sub-section 1, of section 2, of the Act of 1870. Nor is 
section 17 of the new Act to operate so as to qualify an alien 
to be the owner of a British ship. This is taken from 
section 14 of the Act of 1870. Nor is section 17 
to operate so as to entitle an alien to any right or privilege as a 
British subject, except such rights and privileges in respect of 
property as are thereby cme. given to him ; or to affect any 
estate or interest in real or personal property to which any 
person has or may become entitled either mediately, or immedi- 
ately, in possession or expectancy, in pursuance of any disposition 
made before 12th May, 1870 (the date of the passing of the 
Aet of 1870), or in pursuance of any devolution by law on the 
death of any person dying before that day. 


Section 18 of the new Act shortly states that an alien shall be 
triable in the same manner as if he were a natural-born British 
subject. This isa re-enactment of part of section 5 of the Act of 
1870, Up to the passing of the latter Act an alien was entitled 
under an ancient statute, when on trial in criminal proceedings 
and indicted for a felony or misdemeanour, to be tried by a 
jury de medietate linguac. This jury was composed as to half of 
British subjects, and as to the remainder, of aliens. The Act of 
1870 expressly took away the right—an express deprivation, 
which, as the right no longer exists, it was not necessary to insert 
in the new Act. 


Turning now to what we have described as the administrative 
Provisions of the new Act, like the Act of 1870 the new Act 
prea the Secretary of State a wide power of making regulations 
or putting the statutory provisions into force and for giving 
efiect to this object. The scope given to the Secretary of State 
is, however, much wider under the new Act than under the Act 
of 1870. He may now “ make regulations generally for carrying 
Into effect the objects” of the Act—a form of statutory 
expression which does not occur in the corresponding section 
(section 11) of the Act of 1870. In particular, he may, 
amongst other things, make regulations respecting the form and 
tegistration of certificates of naturalization, declarations of 

nage, and declarations of resumption or retention of British 
Rationality. In investing the Secretary of State with the 
power of regulating such matters as the administering and 
taking of the oath of allegiance, the new Act goes much 
furtker than the Act of 1270. There is a slight difference in the 
Wording of this oath under the new Act. 


With regard to the supplemental provisions there is little that 
talls for comment. The Act still preserves the right of the Crown 
to grant letters of denization. In defining the expression “alien ” 
no difference is made between an alien enemy and an alien 
friend. The Act came into operation on Ist January. 
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Reviews. 
Legal Diaries. 


Sweet & Maxweww’s Diary ror Lawyers ror 1915. Edited by 
Francis A, Srrincer, of the Central Office, Royal Courts of 
Justice, and Pur CLarK, of the Central Office. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited.) 3s. 6d. net. 


THE Souicrtor’s Diary, ALMANAC, AND LEGAL Directory, 1915. 
SEVENTY-FirsT YEAR oF PuBLICATION. Waterlow & Sons (Limited) 


Tue Lawyer’s Comrpanton & Diary anp Lonpon & PROVINCIAL 
Law Directory ror 1915. Edited by E. Layman, B.A., Barrister 
at-Law. SixrH-nintH ANNUAL Issur. Stevens & Sons (Limited); 
Shaw & Sons. 5s. 


All these diaries have been long enough before the profession for 
their value to be appreciated, and practitioners are doubtless 
acquainted with their special merits. Among the features of “Sweet 
and Maxwell's Diary for Lawyers” is the convenient arrangement 
for opening at the index, and so at once getting at the particular 
information required, whether the county court districts or the plans 
of the casinee thane of the Royal Courts of Justice, the aphabetical 
list of principal statutes, the tables of Supreme Court and county 
court fees, or the Supreme Court Time Table. But these are only 
selections from the information given. We may also particularly 
mention the very full section on solicitors’ costs in the various 
courts and in conveyancing, and that on stamp duties and death 
duties ; and there is a list of members, town and country, of the 
Law Society, with their addresses. The diary allows one page to 
each week-day. 

The “ Solicitor’s Diary ” is also very full of information. It con- 
tains lists of the various courts with the judges and officers, and the 
county court districts; full lists of barristers and of London and 
country solicitors, and a mass of practical details with regard to 
registering bills of sale, registering deeds in the Middlesex and 
Yorkshire Registries, registration in the Land Registry, information 
as to oaths, and as to death duties and stamp duties, and not least 
useful is the index to the principal statutes. The fast item in the 
book is a list of county banks with their London agents. 


The “Lawyer's Companion and Diary” also contains lists of 
barristers and of London and county solicitors, and the information 
on conveyancing and High Court and county court costs is full and 
well arranged. Like the other diaries it contains a list of the 
— ] statutes and of stamp duties. It concludes with 4 
ist of the fellows and associates of the Institute of Chartered 
Accountants. A special feature is the list of county, local govern- 
ment, and parish business to be done in each month. In the copies 
of the last two diaries before us the pages are arranged so as to give 
two days to the page, but possibly aillerent editions differ in this 
respect. 








Correspondence. 


Solicitor and Client Costs. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—I read with interest the article, “Solicitor and Client Costs,” 
in your issue of the 12th instant. Evidently the question of eosts is 
one that needs careful consideration when settling an action, and it 
may be useful to your readers if I mention a case which recently 
came under my notice. During the action the defendant obtained 
leave to amend his defence, the order giving leave providing that the 
costs of and occasioned by the amendment were to be the pla‘ntiff's 
in any event. After the envie had proceeded for some time, terms 
of settlement were come to os endorsed on counsel's briefs, one of 
such terms being as follows :—‘ Defendant to allow the plaintiff £50 
for costs and the plaintiff to have ; £50 out of court in 
satisfaction of such costs.” (I may say that there was a sum of 
money in court.) After receiving the £50 the plaintiff claimed the 
costs occasioned by the amendment in addition. The defendant 
contended that the payment of £50 settled al) claims for costs, and 
the matter was eventually brought before the judge who had 
commenced the trial of the action. Counsel for the plaintiff relied 
upon the case of” Walter v. Bewicke, Moring & Co. (90 L. T. 
409), while counsel for the defendant contended that the terms of 
settlement included all the plaintiffs costs. The judge, however, 
held that the costs in dispute were not part of the subject matter of 
the compromise, and were payable in addition to the £50. 

Artaur C. Dewpine, 








14, South-square, Gray’s-inn, Dec. 28, 
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The {Execution of Trusts (War Facilities) 
Act, 1914. 
[7'o the Editor of the Solu ttors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter } 


Sir,—I observe that in your interesting remarks upon tli 
questions presented by this Act you take the view that a trustee cannot 
appoint his co-trustee his attorney. 

This is, of course, a possible construction, but I would suggest 
that a more liberal and proper construction is that he can. What | 
think the Act lays stress on is the capacity of the person appointed, 
the idea being that no appointment should be made of a person who 
would generally be considered to be quite unsuitable. Surely no 
one-has demonstrated his capacity to act as trustee better than an 
existing trustee, who has in many cases been appointed by the 
creator of the trust ? 

The alternative construction seems to me to be a very inconvenient 
one, because it involves introducing a more or less of a stranger into 
the trust, who may not be congenial to the other trustees, and who 
probably suffers from the disability of knowing very little about the 
trust assets and its history If the Act intended to exclude a co 
trustee, why shouldn't this be so stated, in plain English ! 

I am concerned with the case of a trust of considerable size, where 
one trustee, who lives at a distance, and has taken a very passive part 
in its affairs, has gone to the front. Surely nothing can be more 
proper under the circumstances than that his two co-trustves should 
manage the trust entirely during his absence, and I feel sure they 
would resent very much having an outsider joined with them, even 
for the time being. 

| admit that when there are only two trustees, it is rather a strong 
thing perhaps for one of them who is on service to appoint his co 
trustee ; but it seems to me that these are special times, and that 
special steps have to be taken ; and in such a case as [ have in mind, 
I cannot think of any other person at all proper except the husband 
of the tenant for life, who, uwing to his status and temperament, 
would be far from suitable. E. B. 

Dec. 28. 

[Perhaps the point is not so clear as we said, but we still think 
that a co-trustee should not be appointed. [f a conveyance was 
taken under such appointment, would not this cavse trouble in the 
future! It would, apparently, have been an improvement in the 
Act if, where the trustees exceeded two, it had allowed them to act 
without the absent trustee.—Ep. S.J.) 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court ot Appeal. 


WIFFEN v. BAILEY AND THE ROM¥YORD URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL. No. 2. i7th and lsth November. 


Maticious PRosecurion 
SUMMARY PROCEEDINGS TO ENFORCE 
VDamMaGe TO Derenvant’s Fain Fame 
& 39 Vict. c. 55), ss. 91-96. 





DAMAGE Si FFICIENT TO SUPPORT ACTION 
ABATEMENT OF NUISANCE 
Puptic Heattu Act, 18/5 (3 
The ov ‘piel ean tary ins pee 
tour with not 
tnapector preferred a ¢ 

f the Public Health Act, 1875 
and allowed the defendant five guineas costs 
in an action by the occuprer, cta ming damages Jor malicious prose 


of certain premises was 


served by the 


to abate a nuisance, and, aa the notice was ignored, the 
iplaint before under eection 95 (1 


] justices 
1 he justices dism cd the complaint 


cution from the inspector and his district couned, 

Held, that the wsuing of such 1 complaint did not nece sarily involve 
defendant «a fair fame summer 
evidence that the 


i 
He 


damage to the t to support an action, in 
the absence of 
maliciously and without one 
Decision of Horridge, J (1914,2 A. B oY, i2Z2L. G. R 407, 83 L. J 
A. B. 791) reversed 
Savile Roberts (1699, 1 Ld rym, 374 


ried before Horridge J., and 


complaint had been prejerred 


id p bable cause 


followed 
Appeal by the defendants in 
& common jury Phe plaintiff occupier 1ouse at Romford. Bailey 
the sanitary inspector of the defendant council, having inspected the 
plaintifi's premises, served a notice on him under section 24 ef the 
Public Health Act, 1875, req ng him to abate a nuisance which he 
had found on the premises. The plaintiff naving failed to comply wit! 
the notice, Baile purporting to act on the instructions of his cow 
preferred a complaint before the justices under section 95 (1) of the 
Act to enforce the abatement of the nuisances Ine justices dismissed 
the complaint uid awarded the plaintiff £5 5s, costs The defendar 
thereupon brought an action against the defendant council and thé 
sanitary inspector Claiming damages for malicious prosecution The 
defendants, by their defence, denied that they had not reasonable and 
probable tause for taking proceedings against the plaintiff, and they 
denied that they had acted maliciously. The jury answered the 
questions left them as to reasonable and probable cause and want of 
bona fides in favour of the plaintiff, and assessed the damages at 
£250 against the council only. On further consideration, Horridge, J., 








held that a complaint under section 95 of the Act of 1875 for non. 
compliance with a notice to abate a nuisance was a proceeding involy. 
ing damage to the plaintiff's fair fame sufficient to support an action 
by him for malicious prosecution, if the complaint had been preferred 
maliciously and without reasonable and probable cause. Accordingly 
he gave judgment for £250 against bot defendants. 

Bucktey, L.J., in allowing the appeal of the defendants, said that 
un action of malicious prosecution would not lie unless the plaintiff 
could shew that he had suffered one or other of the three sorts of 
special damage enumerated by Lord Holt in Savile v. Roberts (1699, 
1 Ld. Raym. 374). ‘Mhe three heads were : (1) Damage to his fame, as 
if the matter whereof he was accused was scandalous; (2) damage to 
his person; (3) damage to his property. An action of malicious prose. 

ution was not confined to cases of criminal proceedings, but might 
extend to civil proceedings also. But if there was no scandal, and no 
danger of imprisonment, end no damage to property the action would 
iot lie. There was no question here as to damage to property, nor was 
there a danger of imprisonment. But the plaintiff, to succeed under 
the first head, must shew that damage to his fair fame was the neces 

ry and natural consequence of the proceedings he complained of. A 
ummons for non-compliance with a notice to abate a nuisance under 
the Act of 1875 was, in a sense, a criminal proceeding; but the impu- 

ition conveyed by it did not necessarily and naturally attack the fair 
fame of the person on whom it was served. It might well be that 
the occupier of the premises was not in any way responsible for the 

xistence of the nuisance. For these reasons he thought that the judg- 

ment of Horridge, J., was wrong, as, in his opinion, the action was 
ot maintainable. He also thougint that the findings of the jury were 
against the weight of evidence, and were inconsistent with one another, 
ind that the damages which the learned judge had necessarily entered 
igainst both defendants, following Greenland v. Wiumshurst (1913, 
5 K. B. 507), were excessive. 

Puittrmore and Pickrorp, L.JJ., gave judgment to the same effect 
Appeal allowed, and judgment entered for defendants.—CounskL, for 
the defendants, Compston, K.C., and Maddocks; for the plaintiff, 
G. W. H. Jones and Albert Crew. Soxicrrors, Hunt & Hunt; Lloyd, 
Richardson & Co. 

[Reported by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re WASSERBERG,. THE UNION OF LONDON AND SMITH’S BANE 
(LIM.) v. WASSERBERG, Sargant,J. 3rd, 4th and 16th November. 


Donatio Mortis Causa—Bonps to Bearer—Lockep Box ConrTAINING 
rue Bonps—Kexy Hanpep Over to THE Donee—VALIDITY. 

The delivery of a key by a husband to his wife of a box containing 
hearer bonds, which he had intumated to his bankers were for her, was 
neld, under the circumstances of the condition of the testutor's health 
at the time and the other attendant circumstances, to be a sufficient 

livery to effectuate a donatio mortis causa, although it would not have 

en a sufficient delivery to support a gift inter Vivos. 

This was a summons which raised the question whether a testator 
had made an eltective donatio mortis causd to his wife of certam 
bearer bonds. Ihe facts were these: ‘he testator, being about 
mdergo @ serious operation, went to his bank and put some bearer 
bonds in a sealed packet, teiling the assistant manager that he intended 
to pit his wife's name on the packet and Jock it up in a locked box, 
20 that when his executors opened it they would hand it over to het. 
tle put it in the locked box in the presence of his wife, and lett the 
locked box with the bank. He kept the key, but shewed it to his 
vife, so that she might recognize it, and gave her a list of the bonds 
ind told her to keep it safely. They left the bank together and went 
iome, and the testator then gave his wife the bunch ot keys contaiming 
the key of the locked box, and told her to lock the bunch of keys and 
he list of bonds up, which she did. The same day the testator went 
into a nursing-home, where he died shortly afterwards. The question 
vas whether ne had made a good donatio mortis causd of these bonds. 
Cur. adv. vult. 

Sarcant, J., delivered a written judgment, in the course of which, 
ifter stating the facts and examining the authorities at length, he said: 
L have come to the conclusion that both in principle and authority the 
delivery of the key transferring to the wife a partial dominion part 
f the means of getting at the bonds, though not in itself a sufficient 
delivery to support a gift inter vivos is, under the circumstances ol 
this case, a sufficient delivery to ellectuate a donatio mortis caus 
It has been contended that in the case of chattels, such as these bonds 
must be either complete delivery or non delivery, and that there 
is no half-way house, such as was recognized in the authorities in the 
case of mortgage debts, moneys on deposit, or policies of insurance, by 

rtue of the delivery of indicia of title; but 1 see no reason in prir 
iple for drawing any such distinction between chattels and choses ™ 
ction for this purpose, and no authority has been cited to me which 
negatives the proposition that an inchoate or imperfect delivery of 
chattels may be sufficient for the purpose of effectuating a donatw 
mortig causd, On the law and the facts, therefore, 1 am of opimo® 
that the wife has established her case, and I make a declaration accord: 
ingly. —Counsgen, S, Green (Alexander Grant, K.C., with him) ; Romer, 
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K.C., and J. J. Wood; W. E. B. Henderson. Soricrrors, H. H. Wells 
& Sons; Stevens, Son, & Parkes; Ray, Jackman, & Falck, 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


Re HEWITI'S SETTLEMENT. HEWITT v. HEWITT. 
Eve, J. 25th November. 

Pusiic Trvstee—Power to Accerr Trusts or Foreign SETTLEMENT 
Foreign Lanp—Scorcn Serrtemenr—Pvusiic Trusree Act, 1906 
(6 Ep. 7, c. 55), ss. 2, 4, 7, 17. 

The Public Trustee, Act, 1906, does not extend toa foreign settlement, 
that is, to @ settlement governed by the law of a country to which th 
Act does not extend. The Public Urustee, therefore, cannot acce pt the 
trusts of a foreign or Scottish setilement ; but that does not prevent hin 
from accepting the trusts of an English settlement which includes 
foreign property. 

This was an adjourned summons asking whether the Public Truste: 
could accept the trusts of a Scottish settiement. On the marriage of a 
domiciled Englishman with the daughter of a domiciled Scotchman a 
settlement was executed in Scottish form, which dealt with the 
basband’s personal property in England and the share of the wife 
under the Scottish marriage settlement of her father and mother. The 
settlement in question Contained a power to invest in Scottish immove 
able securities. Two of the trustees were English, and the settlement 
was executed in England. ‘The wife’s share was now invested in 
English securities, and all the present trustees were English. The wife 
and the trustees were desirous that the Public Trustee should b 
appointed sole trustee of the settlement, and the Public Trustee was 
willing Ww accept the trust if it was competent for him to do so, but 
he desired that the direction of the court should first be obtained 
whether he was competent to undertake the trust. 

Eve, J.—The question raised by this summons is whether the Publi 
Trustee is a competent trustee ot the settlement in question, and this 
involves the further general question whether the Public Trustee is com 
petent to be a trustee of any other than an English settlement. The 
first point to be decided is whether this settlement is a Scotch settlement 
In my opinion it is a Scotch settlement pure and simple. The rule is 
that a marriage contract or settlement is to be construed with refer 
ence to the law of the matrimonial domicil except where there are 
reasons or indications to the contrary. Here there are to my mind 
abundant indications to the contrary. Amongst others may be men 
tioned the fact that the deed contains provisions which are unknown 
to English lawyers, and that there is a reference to the English Statute 
of Distributions which would have been quite unnecessary if the deed 
had been an English settlement. From beginning to end it was a 
Scotch settlement, the whole of the lady’s fortune being vested in 
Seotch trustees. But it was said in support of a contrary view that 
all the beneficiaries are in England, that the trust funds are invested 
in,English securities, and that the present trustees are English. In my 
opinion nothing turns on those facts. The material date for ascertain 
ing by what law the deed is to be construed is the date when it was 
executed. There is no evidence that there is any person or persons 
competent to appoint new trustees, and before appointing the Publix 
Trustee I should require such evidence. The Public T rustee Act does 
not, in my opinion, extend to a foreign settlement—that is, to a settle 
ment governed by the law of a country to which the Act does not 
extend. There is nothing in the Act which empowers the Public Trustes 
to accept a trust outside the jurisdiction of the court, and he cannot 
therefore accept the trusts of a foreign settlement. That, however, 
does not prevent him from accepting the trusts of an English settle 
ment which includes foreign property.—Counset, Dill; Draper; Miles 
Souicrrors, L. J. Fulton; Morse Hewitt, Walter, & Thornton; Routh. 
Stacey, & Castle. 

(Reported by S. E. Witttams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re COTTER. JENNINGS AND OTHERS v. NYE AND ANOTHER. 
Astbury, J. 26th November. 

Tavusress—New Tarvustee—One Cestvt Que Trust 1x DISAGREEMENT 
with Trustees—Exercise or Power To AppoInT—APPOINTMENT OF 
Soricrron or Donee or Power—Scueme FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE 
CHILDREN SerTteD BY THE Court—R.S.C. Orv. LV.—Survivine 
Trustee Huspanp or Cestur Que Trust oTHER THAN CHILDREN 
OpsecTION TO THE APPOINTMENT OF His Souiciror—CouRT WILL NOT 
Dectare APPOINTMENT INVALID. 


It w not a bad exercise of a power ta appoint new truatees to appoint 
@ person az trustee 
trust. 

Re Skeats Settlement (1889, 42 Ch. D. 522) iz not an authority for the 
contrary proposition. 

The rule which prevents a power of appointis q new trustee heing 
*Percised without the approval of the court, when there ia a general 
order for administration, does not apply u hen there ia an order for 
Partial administration 

Although the court will not appoint the solicitor re of the 
@ trustee, the tenant for life can do so 
0b) € appointment by the surviving trustee of his solicitor, who wus 

yected to by some of the cestuis que trust, wae not legally invalid, and 

€ court could not remove him 


Re Earl of Stamford (1896, 1 Ch. 288) applied 
was an action brought by the ceefuie que fruat against their 


who ia objectionable fo some of the cestuls que 


parti : 


trustees asking that the appointment of a newly-appointed trustee, who 
was the solicitor for the surviving trustee who appointed him, might 
be declared to be bad, or in the alternative that he might be removed. 
The facts were these : Cotter by his will gave all his real and leasehold 
estate to his two daughters, Mrs. Jennings and Mre. Nye, for their 
joint lives and the lite of the survivor, and, subject thereto, gave all 
his residuary real and personal estate in trust for all the children of 
his two daughters living at his death who should live to attain the age of 
twenty-one years, or, being daughters, marry under it. He gave his 
trustees | wer at their discretion to apply the whole or any part of 
the income to the maintenance or education of the minor entitled to 
such income By codicil he appointed Nye, the husband of his 
Mrs. Nye, Massey and Pringle to be trustees in the place of 
those appointed by the will. There was no special power in the will 
f appointing ne w trustees. Massey retired from the trusts shortly 
ifter the testator’s death, and the trusts were administered by Nye and 
Pringle. Mrs. Jennings was a widow with two infant sons, in respect 
f whom the trustees allowed her maintenance. In 1913 Mrs. Jenmngs 
upplied to the trustees for increased maintenance for these children, 
which was in part refused, less being offered. Acrimonious correspond 
ence ensued between Mrs. Jennings solicitors and the trustees’ solici- 
tors, and in December, 1913, Mrs. Jennings took out an originating 
summons under order 55 against the trustees asking for an account of 
accumulations of income, an allotment of proper sums for maintenance, 
and for administration of the testator’s estate if and so far as was 
An order was made on the summons that a scheme for main. 
ind Nye, 
without consulting Mrs. Jennir vs or even informing her of his death, 
ippointed Baddeley, a member of the firm of solicitors who had acted 
all through for the trustees, in the place of Pringle as a trustee under 
his statutory power to appoint a new trustee, Then Mrs, Jennings 
brought this action, 

Asteury, J., after stating the facts, said The contention that 
because the power of appointment is fiduciary, it is a bad exercise of 
it to appoint a person who 18 obj tionable to some of the cesturs que 
fruast, of Kay J., in He Skeata Settle- 
ment 1889, 42 Ch. D. 522), and in my opinion wholly fails, The 
ittempt to prove that the rule which prevents a power of appointing 
new trustees being exercised without the approval of the court, when 
is a general order for administration, applies also when there is 


daughte1 


rec eseary 
tenance should be brought in, and shortly after Pringle died 


voes far beyond the reasoning 


there 
un order for partial administration, in my opinion also wholly fails. It 

hed by the cases cited in support of it Ke Healti 
and Attorney-General v. Clark (1839, 1 Beav. 
ases the proceed ngs had spec ial reference to 
the appointment of new trustees. Stirling, J., in Me Karl Stamford 
(1896, 1 Ch. 288), clearly decided that the rule of practice that the court 
would not appoint a solicitor of one of the parties a trustee did not 
prevent a tenant for life from so doing. IL think this last case pre 
cludes me from holding that the appomtment is invalid; and, even if 
valid, I do not see my way to removing Baddeley 
from the trusteeship. At the same time, | think the appointment 
ought not to have been made. 1 dismiss the action without coste.— 
Counsex, Micklem, K.C., and J. H. Boome; The Hon. Frank Russell, 
K.C., and Percy F. Wheeler. Sortcrrors, 2. 7. Jennings; Baddeleye 
& Co 


Is not f tab 2 
(1885, 33 W. R. 508) 
t 
? 


467); for in both those 


it was not legally 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Eve, J. 
Bequest Ine Rest or My¥ 
WHICH I HAVE wNoT 
EVIDENCK AS TO STATE OF 


Re CAPEL, ARBUTHNOT v, CAPEL. 


WILL—ConsTRUCTION—RESIDUARX 
MONEY ANYTHING BELONGING TO Me 
DeEvViseD REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
Testator’s Prorerty—ApMISsSIBILITY, 


8th December. 


1 testator, being ent tled to a rever nary intereat in a share of 


/ 
residue. by h will gave a pecur y legaey 
“The reat f my money l leave a shearer to my bi there and 
vaalers ¢ and after giving t sus other legacies, concluded ' Anything 
belonging to me which I have not devised I leave to my father and 
mothe r, oF they are not lit ng 1 leave them to my eialera, 
Held, that the laat-named heq deal was not a true re iduary beques 
and that the revere: nary interest pas ed under the aft of the reat 
f my money 


toacharity, and pro ceded: 
equat 


This v in adjourned summons raising the whether a 


reversionary interest passed under the will of the testator At his 
death in December, 1887, A. C, Capel, the testator, 
entitled to a sinder on the death of the survivor 
of four life tenants, the |: whom died in December, 1913, of a 
estate of J B 
sible bet d jx state am 1x brothers 
1881 Capel, after 

yinm, po eeded a follows 

y money I | in equal shares to my br ithers and 

wothem. The then gave two specifi 
£100 ‘and the ice of everything which I do not 
Alter giving rious 
Anything belonging to me which I have not 

viset leave to my father and mother: if they are not living, I leave 


them to my sisters The testator’s estate 


question 


was absolutely 
ested nterest, 1 
iduar y 


hare nsiderable vali 


Capel, 


leyacies, 


my wil other specific legacies 


ludé d, 


besides the reversionary 
uterest, consisted of personal effects of the value of £42, £1,450 Vix 
toria Government Loan, and £43 Perpetual Reading Annuities. 

Eve, J.—The testator in this case was entitled to a reversionary 
interest which fell into possession after his death, and the question is 
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whether he disposed of this reversionary interest by his will, and, if 
so, to whom did leave it. The first question is whether he died 
intestate as to this reversionary interest. In my opinion he did not. 
Then does it pass under the gift of “‘the rest of my money’ or under 
the gift of ‘anything belonging to me which I have not devised.”’ 
What is the meaning of the words “the rest of my money’’ in the 
first bequest’ If evidence were admissible to shew the state of the 
testator’s fortune at the time of making his will and at his death, the 
court would be bound to hold that the reversionary interest passed 
anything belonging to me which I have not devised ”’ 
in the second bequest. But such evidence is not admissible, the only 
cases where such evidence has been allowed being cases where no 
objection was taken to its admission. In Re Pramgle, Walker v. Stuart 
(27 Ch. D. 819, 824), Hall, V.C., said : ‘* But the question being whether 
thie is a specific gift or not, if I find given in association with it or 
charged on it a legacy which is either general, or if demonstrative is 
at all events a legacy which would if necessary be satisfied out of the 
general estate, that appears to me to shew that the testatrix was there 
dealing not merely with specific property, but also with that which 
affected or operated upon or might operate upon the general estate.’ 
In the present the word ‘‘money’’ bears not its primary but a 
secondary meaning, and the words ‘‘the rest of my money "’ were in 
tended to include more than they would include if its strict and primary 
meaning were given to the word ‘“‘money.’” With regard to the second 
inything belonging to me which I have not devised,” that 


he 


under the words ‘ 


case 


bequest, 


seems to me to be covered by the decision in Barrett v White (24 
L. J. Ch. 724), where the court came to the conclusion, as I[ do 
here, that the words do not constitute a true residuary bequest. I 
hold, therefore, that the words ‘‘the rest of my money ”’ include the 


reversionary interest in question.—Counser, F. EB. Farrer; Galbraith, 


Eilts. Sovscrrorns, Farrers d&: Co.; Whites & Co.; Walters & Co. 
[Reported by 8. E. Witttams, Barrister-at-Law.] 
High Court—King’s Bench 
ig ourt ings benc 
7 >. . 
Division. 
BRISTOW rv. PIPER. Div. Court. 24th November. 
Licensing Law—Ligvor—Purcnase or Liquor Lerr 1x Yarp anp 
Fercuen Away purine Pronipirren Hours—Licensinc (Consonipa 
rion) Act, 1910 (10 Ev. 7 ann 1 Gro. 5, c. 24), s. 61 (1 
Ry an arrange ment made with a customer. a licensed publican filled 


with beer purchased, and placed if in the 
premises lawfully where the 
at morning before the premises were open 


a hottle left hy a customer 
yord, ata the 
customer could get it the ne 
The customer took the beer away the next morning during prohibited 
hours The publican wae section 61 (1) of the Licens 
mg (Consolidation) Act, for the sale 
of liquor during prohibited hours, justices dismissed the 
SMINMONA, 

Held (Avory, J.. di 
that the hottl to he placed in the yard at the customer’ s 
the lawful h mura, the juatice s’ decision war right. 


time when were open, 


summoned under 
1911, for opening his premises 
but the 


. that, it heing an express term of the cantract 


woe risk during 


Special case stated by the Sussex magistrates. The respondent was 
the licensee of a public-house at Midhurst. On 24th May, 1914, in 
the evening, at a time when the premises were lawfully open, a 
customer called at the public-house with a quart bottle, which he 
ordered the respondent to fill with beer and place in the stable yard 
in a position the customer could call for it on the following 
morning before the house opened. The beer was paid for at the same 
time, and the customer fetched it the next morning during prohibited 
lt was contended for the appellant that, as delivery was not 
made until the customer took the beer away, a material part of the trans 
action was left open. Saunders v. Thorney (14 T. L. R. 346) and 
Noblett v Hopkinson (1905, 2 K. B. 214) were referred to. It was sub 
mitted for the respondent that delivery took place on the evening of 
24th May Taseell vo Ovenden (2 Q. B. D. 383), Brewer v. Shepherd 
(37 J. P. 102). Section 61 (1) of the Licensing (Consolidation) Act, 
1910, provides as follows :—‘' If any person, during the time at which 
premises for the sale of intoxicating liquors are directed to be closed 
by or in pursuance of this Act, sells or exposes for sale in those pre 
mises any intoxicating liquor, or opens or keeps open those premises 
for the sale of intoxicating liquors, or allows any intoxicating liquors, 
although purchased before the hour of closing, to be consumed on those 
premises, that person shall be liable,”’ &« 

Avory, J.. said the question was whether the public-house was open 
in the morning for the sale of intoxicating liquor within the meaning 
of section 61 (1). The fact that the premises were open could not be 
disputed Jafirey v. Weaver (1899, 2 Q B. 449) With regard to the 
further point as to whether they were open for the sale of liquor, it 
was necessary to bear in mind that the provisions of the Licensing 
Acts were not framed with regard to the niceties of the considera 
tions which sometimes entered into contracts for the sale of goods : 
Pletts v. Beattie (1896, 1 Q. B. 519). On applying that principle he 
came to the conclusion that the premises had been open for the sale 
of intoxicating liquor within the section. He thought the case was 
indistinguishable from Noblett v. Hopkinson (supra) and Saundera v 
Thorney (supra). Although the delivery may have been complete when 


where 


hours 








the beer was put in the yard for the purposes of the Sale of Goods 
Act, 1873, he thought it was not complete under the Licensing Acts, 
and therefore the appeal should be allowed. 

Lusu, J., in delivering judgment, said that, as it was an express term 
of the contract that the bottle was to be put in the yard over night, he 
thought it clear that delivery was made over night, and no part of the 
transaction was to be completed later. 

Rivtey, J., concurred with Lush, J., and the yo was accordingly 
dismissed.—CounseL, George Elliott, K.C., and Flowers; Du Pareg 
Souicitors, Walmsley & Stansbury, for J. E. Dell, Brighton; Wood 
ham, Smith, d: Borradaile, for J. A. Morris Bew, Chichester. 

[Reported by Leonarnp C. Tuomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 








New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations. 


The London Gazette of 25th December contains the following 


1. A Proclamation dated 23rd December (printed below) containing 
a revised contraband list. 

2. An Order in Council dated 23rd December amending the Proclama 
tion of 10th November, 1914 (Manual of Emergency Legislation, Sup 
plement No. 2, p. 129), as follows : 

(1) That the heading ‘‘ Explosives of all kinds”’ should be deleted 
from the list of prohibitions to all foreign ports in Europe and on 
the Mediterranean and Black Seas, other than those of France, 
Russia (except Baltic Ports), Belgium, Spain, and Portugal 

(2) That the export of the following articles should be prohibited 
to all destinations : 

Explosives of all kinds; 
Valonia ; 
Girindery used in the making of boots and shoes. 

(3) That the export of ‘ Vessels, craft, and boats of all kinds, 
floating docks, parts of docks, and their component parts ’’ should 
be prohibited to all destinations abroad other than British pos 
sessions and Protectorates. 


The London Gazette of 29th December contains no emergency matter 





The New Contraband Proclamation. 


A. Prociamation Revistsc THe List or ARTICLES To BE 
as CONTRABAND OF WAR. 

Whereas on the fourth day of August, 1914, we did issue our Royal 

Proclamation specifying the articles which it was our intention to treat 

war during the war between us and the German 


"TREATED 


as contraband of 
Emperor; and. 

Whereas on the twelfth day of August, 1914, we did by our Royal 
Proclamation of that date extend our Proclamation aforementioned to 
the war between us and the Emperor of Austria, King of Hungary; 
and 

Whereas on the twenty-first day of September, 1914, we did by out 
Roval Proclamation of that date make certain additions to the list of 
articles to be treated as contraband of war; and 

Whereas on the twenty-ninth day of October, 1914, we did by out 
Roval Proclamation of that date withdraw the said lists of contraband, 
aud substitute therefor the lists contained in the schedules to the said 
Proclamation ; and 

Whereas it is expedient to make certain alterations in and additions 
to the said liste: 

Now, therefore, we do hereby declare, by and with the adyice a 
our Privy Council, that the lists of contraband contained in the schedules 
to our Royal Proclamation of the twenty-ninth day of October afore 
mentioned are hereby withdrawn, and that in liew thereof during the 
continuance of the war, or until we do give further public notice, the 
articles enumerated in Schedule I. hereto will be treated as absolute 
contraband. and the articles enumerated in Schedule II. hereto will be 
treated as conditional contraband. 


ScHEDULE I. 

1. Arms of all kinds, including arms for sporting purposes, and their 
distinctive component parts 

2. Projectiles, charges, and cartridges of all kinds, and their distin 
tive component parts. 

3. Powder and explosives specially prepared for use in war 

4. Ingredients of explosives, viz., nitric acid, sulphuric acid, glycerime, 
acetone, calcium acetate and all other metallic acetates, sulphur, potat 
sium nitrate, the fractions of the distillation products of coal tar betwee# 
benzol and cresol inclusive, aniline, methylaniline, dimethylaniline, a” 
monium perchlorate, sodium perchlorate, sodium chlorate, barmum 
chlorate, ammonium nitrate, cyanamide, potassium chlorate, calcium 
nitrate, mercury. : 

5. Resinous products, camphor and or ag (oil and spirit) 

6. Gun mountings, limber boxes, limbers, military wagons, 
forges, and their distinctive component parts. 

7. Range-finders and their distinctive component parts. 

8. Clothing and equipment of a distinctively military character. 
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: ot ca 7 yme a > 3 , 2 © ne 8 . : 
ans Ca 4 —- a and their distinctive component part No. 15, LINCOLN'S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
right, he 13. Ferro alloys, including ferro-tungsten, ferro-molybdenum, ferro Capital Stock ABLISHED 1068. 
t of the manganese, — vanadium, ferro-chrome. : : encore ig ag “ eid 49 = poy 
14. The following metals :—Tangsten, molybdenun an; ickel, wake aang — sais ses = wee ’ 
ordingly seni cobalt, hematite pig-inee aunlybdenum, vanadium, nickel.) geVERSIONS PURCHASED. | ADVANCES MADE THEREON 
» Pareg 15. [he following ores:—Wolframite, scheelite, molybdenite, man cma Prggpaiend full infernation ean te ener ee Society's O fees. 
3 Wood ganese ore, nickel ore, chrome ore, hematite iron ore, zinc ore, lead Ss Se eee 
ere, bauxite. 
16. Aluminium, alumina and salts of aluminium. and thereafter he or the Clerk of Assize shall be promptly informed if 
17. Antimony, together with the sulphides and oxides of antimony. the trial is postponed or accelerated, or the action comes to an end, ot 
18. Copper, unwrought and part wrought, and copper wire. the mode of trial is altered, or particular issues are admitted, referred, 
19. Lead, pig, sheet, or pire. or deferred. 
20. Barbed wire, and implements for fixing and cutting the same. (e) For any such information promptly given the party may be 
21. Warships, including boats and their distinctive component parte | allowed upon taxation such costs as the Taxing Master shall think 
of such a nature that they can only be used on a vessel of war. proper. et 
22. Submarine sound signalling apparatus (/) 1f either party establishes a right by statute to fix the venue 
Ww i— 2%. Aeroplanes, airships, balloons, and aircraft of all kinds, and their | Jo. ally at an Assize town other than those above mentioned, he shall 


component parts, together with accessories and articles recognisable as] forthwith give notice to the Clerk of Assize, and shall there upon and 

— - vehicl connection with balloons and aircraft. thereafter vive to the Judge of Assize or to the Clerk of Assize such 
> > . ro " . 1 Tt . a " » a] = = - - 7 “ 

4 — he - re - He angen ~ the : compen nt parts. information as is provided for in the last preceding Rule, and shall for 
s ¥ oto > mS ¢ cle re > » - io 

» 4) a ee ee OE CCE, together with articles or | j¢ be allowed upon taxation such costs as the Taxing Master shall think 

materials especially adapted for use in the manufacture or repair of ' 


mitaining 


roclama 
on, Sup 





tyres. proper. 
» deleted 2%. Rubber (including raw, waste, and reclaimed rubber) and goods 3. Order XXXVI., Feule 228, is hereby annulled, and the following 
e and on made wholly of rubber. 4 Rule shall stand in lieu thereof : 

France, 27. Iron pyrites. After notice of trial has been given of any cause, matter, or Issue to 
gal 2%. Mineral oile and motor spirit, except lubricating oils be tried elsewhere than in London or Middlesex, Manchester, Liverpool, 
rohibited 29. Implements and apparatus designed exclusively for the manufac- | aud such other places as the Lord Chancellor shall from time to time 

tare of munitions of war, for the manufacture or repair of arms, or war direct, either party may, at any time, in the case of Leeds, Birmingham, 

material for use on land and sea. Cardiff, and Swansea, not less than seven days, and in all other places 

(except as hereinbefore excepted) not less than twenty-one days before 

Scuepuce LI. the day proposed for the Commission day at such place in the Order in 

Il kinds, l. Foodstuffs Council on that subject in force for the time being enter the trial at 

*” should 2? Forage and feeding stuffs for animals the next Assizes in the district registry (if any) of the city or town 

itish pos i. Clothing, fabrics for clothing, and boots and shoes suitable for use | Where the trial is to be had or with the Associate. No later entry shall 

n Wat be allowed, except by leave of a Judge going that Cireuit, ot by order 
y matter 4. Gold and silver in coin or bullion; paper money. of a Judge at Chambers, subject to the consent of a Judge going that 
. 5. Vehicles of all kinds, other than motor vehicles, available for use in | Cireuit 

var, and their component parts. Dated the 18th of December, 1914 

6. Vessels, crafts, and boats of all kinds; floating docks parts of (Signed) Hanpane, ©. 
im docks, and their component parts. i ; Reapine, C.J. 
PReEATED 7. Railway materials, both fixed and rolling stock, and materials for Cozens-Harpy, M.R 

telegraphs, wireless telegraphs, and telephones. W. Pickrorp, L.J. 
yur Royal §. Fuel, other than mineral oils. Lubricants. l. H. Serurron, J. 
1 to treat 9. Powder and explosives not specially prepared for use in wat C. H. Sareant, J. 
, German f 10. Horseshoes and shoeing materials. — - : P. O. LAWRENCH 

IL. Harness and saddlery, H. A. MeCaronu 
or Rew 2 Hides of all kinds, dry or wet; pigskins, raw or dressed ; leather, W. H. WorwrersoriaM 
‘tioned mdressed or dressed, suitable for saddlery, harness, or military boots. C. H, Morton. 

13. Field glasses, telescopes, chronometers, and all kinds of nautica’ 


Hungary; struments. stale lato : —* 


23rd December. 
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Supreme Court of ic i 
d by our eS of Judicature. Appointments. 
ntraband, RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT. 
» the said “ The Court or a Judge dealing with an application under Order | | M: Hens —_ Leones Some ae —q we Fy 
AIV., r. 8, may, if satisfied that the trial of the case is urgent, order | & Co., of nag vege eqns i he oo gay a Rade. f r Oathe 
additions that the trial shall take place in the Long Vacation, and thereupon Hampstead, London, has been appointed a Commissioner for ath 
> ene shall be set down for trial in a special list of cases to be tried | Mr. Lumley was admitted in 1901 
adyice of Pte ent ong Vacation. Provided that no such order shall be made | 4, 4, Woop, senior partner of the firm of Messrs. Wood, Sons, 
_ schedules trial is to be before a Judge and Jury. iin i iiel ’ solicitors, was on the 2lst inst. elected to represent 
ber afore 2—(a) Where. upon the summons for directions, or at any later Mathews, re thin a oad on the 7 ier of Common Council. Mr. F. A 
luring the tage, the place of trial comes in question, the Court or a Judge, if of the ward of Billingsgate ; , 3 ‘erk for Billingsgate 
rotice, the Pimon that a prima facie case is made for placing th trial t ar Wood has for the past nine years acted as 8 a" ‘_ sagt te , 
ce, . é 3 ( ase 8 4 . ’ g e "ai at an roe : . a -_ t I f rre to 1s murtner, r 
; — oe town other than those mentioned below, shall refer the case to — , ms — — 7 8 _ Aiea ~ Ben e on vilitary duty 
ee the Judve of Aasize . a : 3 : yiglass Mathews, ¢ 4 o —7 ‘ ; 
to will ag Pa wm who is going to that ne baer - uit. (Mr Mathews being a captain in the 12th — - —— his 
Manchester, irmingham, ee : . Wood. will act as Deputy Ward Clerk. 
Liverpool, Cardiff, and peers, ee es _— 
Leeds, Swansea. a 
and theit () If the Assizes have been already chosen . 
A: s have been alread osen, the matter shall be . xx. 
. .. Be mst forthwith before the Judge of Assize. If otherwise, it shall Changes in Partnerships. 
ir distin Mand referred to the Judge of Assize as soon ag he is ascertained. —" 
(e) The Judge of Assize shall determine whether the place of trial Admissions. 
ai , tall or shall not be at the town suggested or at some other town on ‘ a alanis Telegrapl 
glyco ts Circuit, or elsewhere, provided that if he is of opinion that it Mr. Charles Richard Steele, of St Stephen's cham ~~, re egraph- 
—- | ‘hould be tried at an Assize town not on his Circuit, and not one of | street, Moorgate-street, London, E.¢ ., has mate = ay on t “ 
ar an the excepted towns, he shall not make the order for trial at such | ground floor of Omnibus House, Finsbary ge the. W il Ml oo 
—" mn without first consulting the Judge who is going to that town. telephone number will still remain 907 London ; all. r. x a 
e, * roe @) If he decides that the case shall be tried at an Assize town Francis Crane, who has been associated with oe or some “ ars past, 
e, car ther than the excepted towns, the Judge going to that town shall | will in future be interested in the business, which they will carry om 
sit) furnished then, and from time to time at further stages in the | under the old style of Francis Miller & Steele 
iri tion. wi igs i “rar an Ele SS eatin fife fe > . 
pons, field open hey emperor my ™ il — —- = ager for th Mr HENRY LD). Myer has heen admitted a partner m the firm of 
; rial of the action, and to arrange his days mm each town on : Co., solicitors, of 46 and 47, London 


Gireuit so as best to provide for the adequate trial of all actiong on the | Messrs Hermann H. Myer & 


Girenit. I); particular, he shall be informed whether the action is 
acter. “pected to be tried at the then per ding Assize, and its probable length, | will continue 


The style of the firm 


Wall. London, E.C., as from the Ist January 
as heretofore 
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Dissolution. 
Artuvr Batmen and Pure Cremenr Medb, solicitors (Meade, 
Balmer, & Mead), 22, Red Lion-square, London, W.C. December 14 
{Gasette, December 25. 





General. 
The Honourable Society of Gray's Inn has given 100 guineas to the 
funds of the Professional Classes War Relief Council. 
A Reuter message from Stockholm states that the Government has 


decided to prolong the moratorium for foreign debts until lst March, 


1915. 


The tight Hon Arthur Cohen P C., K.C., M.A., of 26, Great 
Cumberland-place, W., and pf 5, Paper-buildings, Temple, E.C 
Liberal M.P. for Southwark, 1880-88, Counsel for Cambridge Univer 


sity and to the Secretary of State for India, a former President of the 
Jewish Board of Deputies, for some years a judge of the Cinque Ports, 
Counsel for the British Government in several arbitrations, who died 
on 3rd November last, aged eighty-four years, left estate of the gross 
value of £83,949, of which the net personalty has been sworn at 
£83,666. He left £1,000 for charitable objects or necessitous persons, 
and £100 to the Barristers Fund, 


At a meeting of the Surrey Insurance Committee, held on 23rd ult., the 
clerk reported the receipt of a circular from the Insurance Commis 
sioners in regard to the position of alien enemies under the Insurance 
Act An alien enemy who remains in this country and is registered 
in accordance with the provisions of the Aliens Restriction Act, 1914, 
remains in insurance, and contributions are payable in respect of him 
for any week during which he is employed within the meaning of the 
National Insurance Acts While he is not so employed he is subject 
to the ordinary provisions as to arrears and ag to continuing in insur 
ance an employed contributor during temporary unemployment. 
He also remains entitled to receive benefits under the Acts subject to 
the ordinary and such benefits would not to be 
payable even if he were interned in a concentration camp or elsewhere, 
provided that the necessary evidence of his title to benefits could be 
produced.” 

At Bow-street 


Benevolent 


as 


conditions, cease 


mm 


Court, on 29th ult., Mr. Hopkins deliverel 
judgment in the which Messrs. Marinelli (Limited), theatrical 
agents, Charing Cross-road, appealed against the refusal of the London 
County Council to grant them a licence to carry on an employment 


case 


agency. Mr. Bernstein represented the appellants; Mr. A. H. Bodkin 
appeared for the Council. The magistrate said he found that for all 
purposes, other than legal and technical, the company was Hermann 


Marinelli. Mr. Buettner German, and 
although many facts were before the Council which might mitigate his 
hostility, they could not alter the status. If he were now resident in 
the United Kingdom he would be liable to register himself as an alien 
the Aliens Restriction 


Buettner, known was a 


as 


enemy, and to conform to the restrictions of 
Order 
that the appellant company was Mr. Buettner, and that the latter was 
He (the magistrate) was of opinion that they were 
in so doing. He dismissed the appeal, with 20 guineas costs. 


Bernstein intimated that the case would probably be taken to the 


an alien enemy 
right 
Mr 

Superior Court. 


Heramoc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro 

erty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices: 98, 

heapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, 8.W. Telephone: City 377; 

Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 








CAUTION.—The public are warned that a Sectional Bookcase similar 


in name and appearance to the “Oxford” (but beeen constructed 
and more expensive) is being advertised. To avoid possible disappoint- 
ment it is well to remember that the genuine ‘‘ Oxford ’’ Sectional 


Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes”’ and other exhibitions, is 
manufactured only by the sole proprietors, Witt1AM Baker anv Co., 
Oxford, from whom catalogues may be obtained post free.—Advt. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 1 Jorce WARRINGTON. 
Thursday Jan. 7 Mr. Leach Mr. Jolly Mr. Synge Mr. Borrer 
Friday * Korrer Bloxam Farwer Synge 
Saturday v Goldschmidt Greswell Bloxam Jolly 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
F NEVILLE. Eve. SARGANT. ASTBURY. 
Zueseiny Jan, 7 Mr. Church Mr. Bloxam Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Gresweil 
Gay seocss 8 Gresweil Goldschmidt Leach Jolly 
Saturday ... 9 Leach Farmer Borrer 


The Council had refused to renew the licence on the grounds | 
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° ° : 
Circuits of the Judges. 
NoTice.—In cases where no note is appended to the names of the 
Cireuit Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must be ready to be 
taken on the first working day; in other cases the note orpental to 5 
the name of the Cireuit Town indicates the day before which Civil 
Business will not be taken. In the case of Circuit Towns to whic 
two Judges go there will be no alteration in the old practice. ie 
The following Judges will remain in Town: Bray, J., and A, T, 
LAWRENCE, J., during the whole of the Circuits ; the other Judgys ti] ] 
their respective Commission Days. 
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Winding-up Notices, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lrurrep mm Omamorey. 
London Gazette.—Frtpay, Dec. 25. 


Gocoa DEVELOPMENT SYNDICATE, LTD.—Creditors are requested, on or before Feb 1 # 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Fras 
Egerton Proctor, liquidator. 

DESPATCH STEAMSHIP Co, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to = 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts of claims, to # 
Thomas Filmer North, 48, Bute st, Cardiff, fiquidator. 

GLEN CoasTERS, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 1@ to send te 
names and addresses, and particulars their debts or claims, t0 William Blate 
28, Pilgrim st, Newcagtle-upon-Tyne, liquidator. 

NOTTINGHAM CABINET MAKERS, LTD.—Ureditors are required, on or before Jan 8, 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claim,” 
Percy Henshaw, 15, Long row, Nottingham, liquidator. 

SWIRGLER'S LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 6, to send their mi 

and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to David Me 

Gimson, Welford pl, Leicester, liquidator. 

West Prince (1914) Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 15, to send aj 
names and addresses, and the perticulats of their debts of claims, to ¥ 
Woredsie, 82, Broad Street House, New Broad st, liquidator, 
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JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Dec. 29. 

¥. tssicKt & Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 15, to send 
intheir rames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 

Leopold Kettridg>, 1, London Wall bidgs, liquidator. 

James Storz, LrD.—Creditors are required, on or bsfore Jan 31, to send their names 
and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Galland Mellors 
and William Nicholson, 1, King John’s chmbrs, Bridlesmithgate, Nottingham, 
jiquidators. 










Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRiday, Dec. 25. 
&. George's Hall Cinema Co, Ltd. London North African Co, Ltd. 
L Ltd. Aberavon, Port Talbot and District Taxi 


Co, Ltd. 
Feathered Life Publishing Co, Ltd. 
Erin Issues, Ltd. 










far Series Senet. Ltd, Swinglers, Ltd. 

McNair Timber Syndi , Lid, Beverley Club, Ltd. 

Felgate Installation Co, Ltd. Brixton Ground Rents, Ltd. 

North Lancashire Steamship Co, Ltd, Cocoa Development Syndicate, Ltd. 
Amalgamated Traders, Ltd. Seascale Mineral Exploration Co, Ltd, 
Despatch Steamship Co, Led. Hazel Bros, Ltd, 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


LAST DAY oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec. 25. 

RancoucH, THOMAS, Nailsea, Somerset, Coal Merchant Jan 30 Veale & Co, Bristol 

HEDERMANN, MAXIMILIAN LEOPOLD, Braemar House, Lancaster Gate Jan 22 Dawes 
@ Sons, Birchin In 

porta, HveH, St Leonards on Sea FebS Russell & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

(URNSIDE, AGNES Rosk, Wester Hayston, nr Kirkintilloch, N.B. Feb 15 Light 
& Fulton, Laurence Pountney hill 

G@uascr, THomAS, Grescent grove, Clapham, Timber (Merchant Jan 30 Timbrell & 
Deighton, Cannos st 

(visuaW, PeTeR, Euxton, Lancs, Farmer Jan 30 Stanton & Sons, Chorley 

Davsy, THomAs, Acton Hill, Midd!x Jan 23 Stanley & Co, Essex st 

Pesros, SARAH EmiLy, Beverley Feb 1 Sanderson & Ferens, Hull 

Dicxinsos, WILLIAM, Kingweston, Somerset Feb1 Baileys and (v, Berners st 

Duxses, SAnAH, Creffield rd, taling Common Jan 25 Mann & Crimp, Essex st, 
Strand 

Duosp, GroncE, HERBERT, Sussex mans, South Kensington Jan 25 Dimond & 
Son, Welbeck st 

Douvuns, Revsey, Birmingham Feb1 Chapman, Smethwick 

CHARLES EDWARD, King’s Sutton, Northampten, Farmer Jan 13 

e & Sous, Banbury 
Tuxstson, HvucuH, Warrington, Veterinary Surgeon Feb 2 Browne & Cv, War- 























Ttington 
histcuer, Jons, High Crompton, Royten, Lancs, Farmer Jan 31 Standring & Co, 
Rochdale 


Hat, ELiIzaBeTH, Doncaster Feb2 Oxley & Coward, Rotherham 

Haut, James Josep, Woodstock rd, Poplar Feb5 Smith & Hudson, Fenchurch st 

lagcourt, BoswortH WALTER, Norwich Jan2l Hill & Son, Nurwich 

Hawkins, EMMA MARGARET, Maidenhead Jan 22 Dawes & Sons, Birchin In 

Haaru, 1nomAS, Harlesden Feb 1 Cooper, Frederick's pi 

Hemant, Guy BravcHamp, Kassala, Egypt Feb1 Brown & Co, Southport 

jamsos, Tuomas, and MARTHA JOHNSON, Bishop’s Stortford, Herts Jan 381 
Minchin & Co, Laurence Pountney In 

Ia FREDERICK MARSHALL, Chard, Someract Feb2 Lawrence & Co, New sq 
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Kent Jan381l Jones & Co, Laurence Pountney hill 

Lewis, HEewry, Derby, der Feb10 Brigg+, Derby 

Lewis, ILutrp Jouy, Porthcawl, Glam Jan 28 Scale, Macetacg 

Lock, MARGARET JANE, Winton, Bournemouth Jan 30 Guillaume & Sons, Bourne- 
mouth 

NEWTON, HENRY NATHAN, Aberdare gdns, Hampstead Jan 16 Furber & Son, Gray's 
inn sq 

a ~ Jouy, Caxton, Cambridge, Farmer Feb 1 Wilkinson & Butler, St Noote, 

unte 


PEARCE, JANE, Smethwick Feb 1 Chapman, Smethwick 

PEARCE, WILLIAM, Smethwick Febi Chapman, Smethwick 

Pitt, Lovrsa Lora, Belvedere rd, Upper Norwood Feb 2 Pyke, Mark in 

ROBERTS, Ropert Epwarp, Carnarvom, Master Joiner Jan 21 Davis & Co, Car 
narvon 

Rovuss, Erne. Ciare, Harley House, Regent's Park Jan 31 Burch & Co, Spring gdus 

Scorr, James, Chester Jan 25 Evans, Chester 

SMITH, ANNIE LOUISE, Sheffield Jan 23 Ashington & Denton, Sheffield 

SMITH, Jony, Lee, Kent Jan2i1 Lee &Co, Queen Victoria st 

Surru, Joszru Gurreriper, Wiggenhall, Watford Feb 15 Hepburn & Co, Bird in 
Hand court, Cheapside 

TATTON, Epwrn Haro pd, Leigh on Sea, Essex, -Miuing Ensineer Feb 2 Davidson & 
Morris«, Queen Victoria st 

TEWART, AUGUSTUS CHARLES RopeErt, Mundford, Norfolk Feb 11 Byrne, 
Surrey st 

WARDLE, MARGARET, West Moor, Northumbe land Feb 15 Gee & Co, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

WaAUGH, HELEN, Randwick, nr Sydney, New South Wales Jan 23 Snow & Co, Great 
8t Thomas Apostle 

WHISH, EVELYN, Bussage, Gloucester Feb 1 Whitfleld & Co, Surrey st 


| Woreer, SARAH ANN, Brighton Feb1 Lewis Barnes & Co, Walwo.th rd 


London Gazette.—TURSDAY, Dec, 29. 

ASHWORTH, Mary, Denton, Lancs Feb2 Richards, Denton, ar Manchester 

BANKS. RicHARD, Bolton Feb Ritson, Bolton 

BaTTYk, Josern, Littlehampton Feb1 Wanop, Littlehampton 

Brown, DANIRL, Bury St Edmunds Jan 31 (Greene & Greene, Bury 8t Edmunds 

BROWNING, CHARLES HUNTER, Colville aq, Bayswater Jan 30 Waddllove & Johnson, 
Koightrider st 

Buss, Rev Sertimus, Caversham rd, Camden ri Feb 1 Norman, Little College st, 
Westminster 

Cones, Rt Hon Artuur, PC and KC, Great Cumberland pl Feb 9 Simpson & Co 
Gracechurch st 

CRAWFORD, SUSANNAH Wricnt, Newtown, Manchester Jan 31 Hall & Co, Man- 
chester 

DANIEL, EVAN, Thavies inn, Hotel Proprietor Jan 28 Fielder & Co, Raymond 


bidgs 

DAVIES, WittiaM, Christchurch hill, ar Newport, Mon Jan24 Lyndon & Uo, New- 
poit, Mon 

DILLON, JOHN JAMES, Scole, Norfolk Jan 30 Russell, Broadway, Bexley Heath 

ECKERSLEY, Mary, Ardwick. Manchester Jan %i Walker & Harrop, Manchester 

FLICK, ROBERT, S:ixmunsham, Estate Agent Jan 23 Mayhew & Sona, Sax- 
mundham 

Groves, JAMES GrimeLe, JP, Pendleton, Lancs Mar 2 Bullock & Co, Man- 
chester 

HALL, CLARISSA MARY, St Stephen's av, Shepherd's Bush Feb 1 Stewart, Public 
Trustee, Clement's inn 

HARRIS, SAMUEL, Greenwood, nr Barnet, Middix Feb 2 
pymt 

HARRISON, JULIA STRACRY, Stoke Bishop, G'oucester Feb12 Meade & Co, Bristol 

HOcCKENHULL, Ropert, West Hill, Highgate Jan 18 Lumley & Lumley, Con- 
duit st 

JACOBS, REUBEN, James st, Westbourne terr Jan25 Hicks & Uo, King st, Covent 
Garden 

Ker, Dr Hvuen Rrowarp, Bailbam Marl Greene & Underhill, Bedford row 

Mack, Puoxrse Jexmyy, Great Yarmouth Feb 6 Diver & Preston, Great Yar- 
mouth 

ROWLANDS, ABRAHAM CECIL FRANCIS FOTHERGILL, Brunswick pl, Regent's Park 

Jan 18 Lumley & Lumley, Conduit st 

SAVAGE, ELtzaBpeTa, Northampton Janié Markhams, Northampton 

Scor?, Horron Bassett, Shank.!l, Dub'ia Fe» 1 Stanton & Had-on, Cannon st 

TayYLor, Oscar, Croydon, Corn Merchant Jan 26 Bolton & Co, Temple gdus, Temple 

VIALL, JosgrH Henny, Hexnam, Northumberland Jan yl Viali, Whitley Bay 


Brown & Co, Finsbury 











Bankruptcy Notices. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Dec. 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 


Mapeniper, Tuomas, Coundon, Durham, Carting Contrac- 
tor Durhim Pet Dec18 Ord Dec 18 








CooKks-HILL, JoHN GEORGE, Stanford Bridge, nr Wor- 
cester Solicitor Worcester Pet Decl Ord Decl8 
EDWARDS, ARTHUR MORLBY, 7 
Ironmonger Merthyr Tydfil Pet DecS Ord Dec 19| yi,gqiy, NicHoLAS Joseru, Burnley, Paint Merchant 
FERGUSON, ARCHIBALD, and DaNreL Ferguson, Connahs Burnley Pet Dec 17 Ord Deo 17 


f — a Leeds, Cycle Dealer Leeds Pet Dec 1; Gyn N-SPILspcny, Major A, Broad st pl, Finsbury cir 
17 


High Court Pet May 5 Ord Dee 17 

Ines, FREDERICK ARTHUR, Gloucester, Grocer Gloucester 
Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 

Jones, WILLIAM Henry, Sale, Chester, Nurseryman 


Trebarris, Glam, Builder's Manchester, Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 1 
























~* “ Bumson, Percy, Blackpool, Painter Blackpool Pet Dec | | yf Flint, Shipbuilders Chester Pet Bec 19 Ord | NepanL, Freperick, Barghill, ereford, Grocer Here- 

\ ket 7 Ord Dec 19 19 ford Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 19 , 

AH Hexry, Plymouth, Refreshment House | GULEY, ANNIE, C.iftos, Bristol Bristol Pet Dec8 Ord Ravet, 00008 Sens, Rasy ot, Bacmshury Crnemaseemne® 
4 + Keeper Plymouth Pet Dec1t8 Ord Dec i8 Dec 18 Proprietor High Court Pet May 21 Ord Dec 16 
ess =—=— - on 
nea — 

FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STRUT, LOonWwDownwm, ma. o. 
tore ree ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
ec i, tose LICENSES INSURANCE. 
claims, to SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
to send thet Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
iliam among Clauses for iusertion ia Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent os 
Jan 8,8 

‘or lla # POOLING INSURANCE. 
nd thle The Corporation alse insures risks in ocorinection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
oil BURGLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
isa) & a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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SHEEHY, DAVID, St George's rd, S uthwark Wigh Court 
Pet Oct 17 Ord Dee 17 

SAUTE, WILLIAM Os80RNR, Livernool rd, Holloway, Piano 
forte Manufactar.r High Court Pet Dee 4 Ord 
Yec 17 

STee.e, Jes*x, Harrogate, Fruit Dealer 
16 Ord Dec 16 

STENZEL, WILLIAM FRANZ GRORGE, Castienen mans, Maita 
vale, Ladies’ Tailor H gh Court Pet Dec 17 Ord 
Dec 17 

SUMMERS. ALFeRD, Iikex:ton, Dorby, Baker Derby Pet 
Dec 17 Ord Dee 17 

TURNER, ALFRED, Rochdale, Grocer 
17 Ort Dee 17 

WILLS, MARTIN, Bournemouth, Greengrooer 
Dec 2 Ord Dee 17 

Woop, norace,West Bridgford, Notts, Wholesale Cabinet 
Makir Nottinghem Pet Dec? Ord Dec 16 

WortaIn* Ton, Groner, Elgin mans, Bigin av, Maida 
vale, Motor Eog neer High Court Pet Nov 17 Ord 
Dee 17 


York Pet Dee 


Rochdale Pet Dec 
Poole Pet 


FIRST MERTINGS. 


BENNETT, CHARLES, Hat Manufacturer 
7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 
BeERowaN, Jacon, Middleshbrongh, Tailor Dec 31 at 12 
Rec, Court chmbre, Albert rd, Middlesbrongh 
CooKR- HILL, Jonn Groner, Stanford Bridge, nr Worcester, 
Solicitor Jani at2 Star Hotel, Worcester 
FARt AND, JouN, Vatradgyniais, Brecon, Draper Jan 2 at 
Off Rec, Government bidgs, 8t Mary's st, Swansea 
. BEATRICE MARY, Blaengarw, Glam Dee 31 at 3 
(ff Ree, 117. St Mary et, Cardiff 
Gisson, Ronert, Heckmondwike, Yorks, Farmer Dec 30 
at ll Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporition st, Dews- 
tory 
Gitt, WitttraM, Redear, Auctioneer Dec 31 at 
Off Re-, Court chmbrs. Albert rd, Middlesbrough 
Gott, MaTTHEW, Holbeach, Lines, Threshing Mec ine 
Owner Dec 30 at 12.45 Off Rec, 8, King s', Nor- 
wich 
GYBRON -SPILSRURY, Major A, 
cir us Dee 30 at 12.80 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
HARRIS, Thomas GLOVPR, Rarnsiey Dec 20 at1030 Off 
Rec, County Court Hall, Rogent st ( ‘astgate entran e), 
Barnsley 
HARTeREE, HARRY POUSFIELD PELLARS, Frome, Somerset 
Cycle Agent Dec30 at 1130 2, Raldei : st, Bristo! 
Heap, WILLIAM, Mansfi id, Notts, Credit Draper Dec 30 
at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park at, Nottingham 
Jones, EDWARD, 'inelly, Fruiterer Dec 30 at 11.30 
Ree, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Kinogr, Jonny, Ashton on Mersey. Cheshire, Coal Mer- 
chant Dec Stat3 Off Rec. Byrom st, Manchester 
LONGMORKE, SAMUEL JAMES, Harborne. Birmingham. Look- 
ing (Hass Manufacturer Jan 4 at 11.30 
chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Kirmingham 
Marsn, Joseru FREDERICK, Gloucester, Greengrocer 
P Jan 2at3 Off Rec. Station rd, Gloucester 
MATTHEWS, ARCHT® MARK, Coleford, Gies, Cycle Agent 
Dec 30 atll Off Rec, 114, Commercial st, Newport, 
Mon 
MCDONALD. GRonaR, Great Grime hv, Fitch Packer Dec 30 
at 11 Off Rec, Bt Mery's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 
PHILIPS, Thomas Joven. Monktor, Pembroke, Tailor 
Dec 31 at 12.%0 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Raven, Oscar Jonn, Ruseell chmbra, Rury st, Blooms- 
bary. Cinemategraph Proprietor Dec 30 at 11.30 
Bankruptcy b'des, Carey st 
Rovs, Samurn. Groner, Matford, 8 iffolk Grocer Dec 30 
at 1 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
SHEFHY, DAVID, St George'srd, Southwark Dec 30 at 12 
Binkruptey bidgs, Carey at 
SHEPHERD, ERNEST BENJAYIN, 
Dairyman Dee 30 at 2 30 
Ipew'ch 
SHUTR, WILLIAM OSBORNE, 
Pivnoforte Manuf sctarer 
hidgs, Carey st 
STeEELK, Jueves", Harr-este. Fruit Dealer Dec 90 at 2.30 
Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, Y: rk 
STENZEL. WILLIAM Franz Gwrorar, Castlenau- mans, 
Ma'd: Vele, Ladies’ Ta'lor ‘Dec 81 at 11 Bank- 
ruptey bldee, Carey St 
TAYLOR, ALPHONS®, Stain'rop, Durham, Cycle Agent 
Dec 30 at 12 Off Rec Court chmbrs, Albert ré 
Middlesbrough 
THOMYSON, ARTHUR, Stockport, Cheshire. Baker Dec 30 
at 11 Off Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon st Stockport 
TINKER, ARTHUR, Huddersfield Picture House Proprietor 
Dec Slatill Off Rec. 24. Bond st, Leeds 
TURNER, ALFRED, Rochdale, Grocer Jan 
Town Hall, Rochdale 
Witttams, JoenPH, Vetradgyniais, Brecon, Labourer Dec 
80 at 11 Off Bec, Government bidgs, St Marys st, 
Swansea 
WILLIAMS, SAMUEL, Oldham, Publican 
Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 
WILLS, MARTIN, Bournemouth, (reengrocer 
2.30 Dorchester chmbrse Yelverton 
mouth 
WORTHIFOTON, 
Vale, Motor Engineer 
bid gs, Carey st 


Dee 31 at 3.15 


off 


11.30 


Brovd at pl. Finsbury 


on 


Wetherden. Suffolk, 
Off Rec, 36, Princes st 


Holloway 
Binkruptcy 


Liverpool rd 
Dec 31 at 12 


5 at 11.30 


Dec 3lat3 Off 

Dec St at 
rd, Bourne- 
Grorar, Elgin mane, Fig'n av, Maida 
Dec 31 at 11.00 Bankruptcy 


ADJ UDICATIONS. 


BAInsaiper, TaHomas, Coundon, Durham, Carting Con. 
tractor Durham Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 
Bursipes, Hekry; Piymonth, Refreshment 
Keeper Plymouth Pet Dec18 Orl Dec 18 

pe Wintor, Cecit, London Wall bidgs, Company Pro- 
moter High Court PetJulg 26 Ord Dec 17 

DUNGRY; CHARLES ALFRED, Hoxton st, Hoxton, Victualler 
High Court Pet Oct-26 Ord Dc 18 

FERGUSON, ARCHIBALD, and Danie. FRRGTSON, Connah's 
Quay. Flint, Siiipbuilders' Chester Pet Dec19 Ord 
ec 19 


GRIFFIN, ALICe Lovtsa, Cropley st, Hoxton, Baker High 
Court Pet Nov 56 Ord Dec 17 


House 


Ruskin | 





HALSTED, WALTER Francis, Walbrook, Stockbroker 
High Court Pet Nov7 Ord Dee 19 
HOLIDAY, ALBERT E, Bicester, Oxford, Solicitor 
Court Pet Nov 18 (rd Dee 18 
INGs, FREDERICK ARTHUR, Gloucester, Grocer Gloucester 
Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 
JouNsTon®, EDWARD HenpeRseN, Shoe In High Court 
Pet July 10 Ord Dee 18 
Jones, WILLIAM Henry, 
Manchester Pet Dec 17 Ord Dee 17 
MARTIN, NICHOLAS Jo7FPH, Burnley, Paint and Wall 
Paper Merchant Burniev Pet Deci7 Ord Dee 17 
NEDAHL. FarpeRrick, Burghill, Hereford Grocer Her-ford 
Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 19 
PARK THOMAS GEORGE, Argvie pl, Cromer st, Surveyor 
HighCourt Pet Nov4 Ord Dec 18 
STEELE, Jesse, Harrogate, Fruit Dealer York Pet Dec 16 
Ord Dec 16 
Derby Pet 
Pet Dec 


High 


Sale, Chester, Nurseryman 


SUMMERS, ALFRED, Ilkeston, Derby, Baker 
Dee 17 Ord Dec 17 

TURNER, ALFRED. Rochdale, Grocer 
17 Ord Dee 17 


R whdale 


London Gazette—Fripay, Dec. 25 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Raves, WILLIAM CLAUGHT ON, Cottingham, York«, Baker 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Dec 2% (rd Dec 2% 

BARTLETT, ELLs ASHMBAD, Pall Mall, Journalist 
Court Pet July 15 Ord Dee 22 

Roots, HoLpRN, Liverpool, Draper 

. Ord Dee 23 

BOSWELL, WILLIAM, Westcliffon 8 a 
Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 

Crown, JACK, Eastbury ter, Mile E -d, Journeyman Tailor 
High Court Pet Dee 2! Ord Dee 2 

Davie’, THOMAS JoNES, Penarth Cardiff Pet Feb 4 
Ord Dee 18 

DO NASCIMENTO, PORPHIRO AUGUSTO PINDER, Surbiton, 
Surrey Merchant Kingston, Surrey Pet May 15 
Ord June 4 

DUNKERLEY, EomUND WARBURTON 
Oidham Pet Det 21 Ord lec 21 

GILBERT, WILLIAM MARSH, Felixstowe, Miller's Screens- 
mn Ipswich Pe’ Dec ?i Ord Dee 21 

GoLvrg, Ropert Wriison. Bradford, Hatter Bradford 
Pet*Dec 9 Ord Dee 21 

HARRIS, LAVINA, Droitwich, Worcester 
Dec 21 Ord Dee 21 

Hastitow, HARoLD, and FRANK WILFRED LYNDON, Salt- 
ley. ®irmingham, Drapers fSirming’am Pet Dec 23 
Ord Dee 23 

Hespon, Hereert, Malton, Yorks, Tobacconist Scar 
borough Pet Dec2?? Ord Dec 22 

HUBBARD, WILLIAM, Rodney «*, Pertonville, Victualler 
High Court Pet Dec 1 Ord Dec 23 

JENNINGS, FREDERICK Groner, Gedling, Notts Notting- 
ham Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 

KAVANAGH, CHARLES SAMUEL, Oakhurst grv, East Dal 
wich Assistint Clerk High Court Pet Dec 21 Ord 
Dec 21 

KELSALL, Jonn, Stretford. Lancs, Fruit Salesman 
chester Pet Der 22 Ord Dec 22 

Leveaux. A M, Lianisen, nr Cardiff 
Ord Oct 27 

MACONOCHIE, CHARLES KENNETH, Cromwell rd High Court 
Pet June 25 Ord Dic 2% 

Mowr, Jousn Henry, Bury, Lancs, Jeweller 
Dec 21 Ord Dee 21 

PLatr & Co, Bartletts bldgs. H»tborn cir, Merchants 
High Court Pet Nov 17 rd Dee 23 

RHopEs, Epwarp, Tirton, Staffs, Grocer 
Dec 22 Ord Deo 22 

RicHarps, THOMAS, Merthrr Tydfil, Insurance 
Methyr Tedfil Pet Dee 21 rd Dee 21 

RUMENS, JABRez EBENEZER Heathfield. Sussex Mineral 
Water Manufacturer Lewes and Eastbourne Pet Dec 
2t Ord Dec 21 / 

SavER, Geores WILttaM, Holloway rd, Baker High 
Court Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec 21 

SCHLENTARIM, LUpWIo, Cheam. Surrey, Cinema Proprietor 
High Court Pet Oct 15 Ord Nov 19 

ScoTT, CHARLES ARCHIBALD, Cheadle, Cheshire Stockport 
Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 

SMITH, HENRY -ALLMAND, Sheffield, Commission Agent 
Sheffiekl Pet Dec 22 Ord Dee 22 

SOMERALD, & Co, Great Windmill st, Cinemstograph 
P oprietors High Court Pet Oct 7 Ord Nov 19 

TAYLOR, CHARLES FREDERICK, Rugby, Builder Coventry 
Pet Dec 21 Ord Dee %1 

TOGN!, GONSTANTE. an] Lorenzo Ferrari, Rastbourne, 
Restaurant Proprietors Brighton Pet Dec 22 
Dec 22 2 

WHITTAKER, SARAH ANN, and Mary ANN [MASLAM 
Bo'ton Bolton Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 

Woor, WILLIAM ALPRED, Cheltenham, Sports Outfitter 
Cheltenhom Pet Dee 22 Ord Dec 22 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Barnes, WILLIAM CLAVGHTON, Cottingham, Yorks. Baker 
Jan 11 ati1.30 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Low- 
gate, Hull 

BARTLETT, ELL'S ASHMEAD, Paj! Mall, Journa‘ist 
at 11.80 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Roswett WILitaM, Westcliffon Sta Jan 5 at 1 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Byrom, ARTHUR, Knostrop, Leeds, Cycle Dealer Jan 6 at 
1l Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Crown, Jack, Eastbury ter, Mile End, Journeyman Tailor 
Jan4at 11 Bankruptcy b'dgs, Carey st 

NADO SCIMENTO, PORPHIRIO AUGUSTO PINDER, Surbiton, 
Surrey, Merchant Jan 4 at 11.30 182, York rd, West- 
minaster Bridge rd 

DUNKERLEY, EpmMUND Warsvurton, Oldham, Mechanic 
Jan Sat 11.30 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 

EDWARDS, ARTUR Morey, Treh«rris, Glam, Builders’ 
Ironmonger Jan 5 at 11.30 Off Reco, St Cat erine’s 
chmbrs, 8t Catherine st, Pontypridd 


High 
Liverpool Pet Dec7 


High Court Pet 


Oldham, Mechanic 


Worcester Pet 


Man 


Cardiff Pet Aug 25 


Bolton Pet 


Dadley Pet 


Agent 


Jan 4 
Rank - 





Grieeet, WILLIAM MARSH, Felixstowe, Suffolk, Miley 
Sereensman Jan 1 at 2.30 Off Rec, 35, Princess 4, 
Ipswich 

GoLprR. Ropert WItson, Brudford, Hatter Janéaty 
(ff Rec, 19, Duke s*, Bradford 

KAVANAGH, CHARLES SAMUEL, Oakhurst grove, Bug 
Dalwich, Assistant Clerk Jan 5 at 12.30 bankruptey 
b , Carey st 

caves Anruee. Kingsme+d rd, Tulse Hill, Sarvegg 
Jan 5at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Levracx, A M, Lianishen, or Cardiff Jan 2 at & 
Off Rec, 117, Saint Mary st. Cardiff 

MARRioTr, Grorar, Chesterfiel', Cycle Dealer Jan @@ 
12 Off Ree, 4. Castle p!, Park st, Nottingham 

MEAD, FREDERICK Jonn, Wendover, Bucks Jan 7 at 
1, St. Aldates, Oxford 

Mows, Joun Henry, Bury, Lancs, Jeweller Jan dg 
11.30 Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

RicHarps, THomas, Me-thye Tydfi', Insurance . 
Jan 6 at 12 Off Rec, County Court, Town 
Merthyr Tydfil 

RuMeNS, JaBEZ EBENEZeR, Heathfiel!, Sussex, Ming 
Water Manufacturer Jan 5at3 Off Rec, 124, Mab 
borough pl, Brighton 

Saver, GeorcE WILLIAM, Holloway rd, Baker Jang 
at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SCHLENTHREIM, Lupwte, Cheam, Surrey, Cinema By 
prietor Janéatii Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SoMERALD & Go, Great Windmill st, Cinematograph 
prietors Jan6 at 11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 

SUMMERS, ALFRED, I'keston, Derby, Baker Jan 6 2B 
Off Ree, 12, St Peter's church vd, Derby 

Toont, CONSTANTI and LORENZO FERRARI, Eastboum 
Restaurant Pre tae Jan 6 at 12 Off Reo, 
Marlborough pl, ton 

Woon. Wenann. West Bridgeford, Notts, Whole 

Cabinet Maker Jan 6 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castlepl 

Park st, Ncttingham 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ALLEN, Emrty, Wormholt rd, Hammersmith High Gout 
Pet Oct 22 Ord Dee 22 

Barnes. WILLIAM CLAUGHTON, Cottingham, York, 
Baker Kingston upon Hall Pet Dec 23 Ord Dew 

BARNETT, CHARLES ALFRED, Bishopsgate, Confectlong 
High Court Pet Sept 18 Ord Dec 2 

BOSWELL, WILLIAM, Westcliff on Sea Hig’ Court Pa 
Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 

BYRoM, ARTHUR, Knostrop, Leeds, Cycle Dealer Teed 

t Decl Ord Dee 22 

moan Hersert LocKHART, King :t, Smithfield Hit 
Court Pet Oct 21 Ord Dec 22 

Crows, JACK, Eastbury ter, Mile End, Journeyman Tall 
High Court Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 

DUNKERLEY, EpMUND WARBURTON, Oldham, Mechaale 
Oldham Pet Dec21 Ord Dec 21 

EDWARDS, ARTHUR MORLEY, Treharris, Glam, Bailie’ 
Iroom mger Merthyr Tydfil Pet Dec5 Ord Deett 

EDWARDS, WILLIAM CHARLES, and SIDNEY HERDER 
Epwarps, Cheapside, Hatters High Court Pot pee 
9 Ord Dec 22 : 

Greson, Ronert, Heckmondwike, Yorks, Far.cer Dew 
bury Pet Deci6 Ord Dec 21 

anssn?, WILLIAM a ae =~ ae Screen 

an Ipswich Pet Dec 21 re ef 

Goure, ROBERT Witson, Bradford, Hatter Bradiet 
Pet Dec 9 Ord Dee 22 

HARRIS, (.AVINA, Droitwich, Worcester Worcester rhe 

21 Ord Dee 21 

peapen, HERBERT, Malton, York, Tobacconist Sar 
borough Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 

Herp, WILLIAM, Mansfield, nan Create Draper Moe 
ingiam Pet Nov 18 Ord Dee & 

Junmamos, FREDERICK GRORGR, Gedling, Notts Notélap 
ham Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 23 

KAVANAGH, CHARLES SAMURL, Oakhurst gr, East | 
Assistant Clerk High Court Pet Dic dt 
Dee 21 

KELSALL, JOHN, Stretford, Lancs, Fruit Salesman Me 
chester Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22° 

Kiva, WILLIAM TINDAL, Little S:anhope st High@aat 
Pet Jan 10 Ord Dec 23 

MEAD, Freperick JOHN, Wendove-, Ay le tay 
Pet Nov7 Ori Dec 21 J 

Mowr, JouN Henry, Bury, Lancs, Jeweller Bolton 7 
Dee 21 Ord Dee 2t 

RuopES, Epwarp, Tipton, 
Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 

RICHARDS, HENRY POWELL, Mecklenburgh sq, Solel 
High Court Pet Sept 7 Ord Dee 21 

RICHARDS, THOMAS, Merthyr Tydfil, Insurance Aget 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 - 

Rumens, Janez Esenezer, Heathfield, Syesex, 
Water Manufacturer Lewes Pet Dec 2 
Dec 21 

Scott, CHARLEs ARCHIBALD, Cheadle, Cheshire 
port Pet Dec 22 Ord Deo 22 

SMITH, HENRY ALLMAND, Sheffield, Comm/ssion 
Sheffield Pet Dec 22 Ori Dec 22 

<oLomons, Junius, Gresham rd, Brixton, Fancy J 
High Court Pet Dee 8 Ord Dec 21 

STENZEL, WILLIAM FRANZ GEORG, Castienan man, 
Vale, Ladies’ Tailor High Court Pet Dec 17 


Bucks 


Staffs, Grocer Dudley Mm 


e 21 
TAYLOR, CHARLES FREDERICK, Rugby, Builder © 

Pet Dec 21° Ord Dec 21 . 
Watson, JoHN ALFRED, Fulham Palace rd, Hesier 


Court Pet Noy 20 Ord Dec 23 
WHITTAKER, SARAH ANN, and MARY ANN Haslam, 
Bolton Pet Dec2i Ord Pec 21 
WILLS, MARTIN, Bournemouth, Greengrocer Poolé 
Dec? (rd Dec 21 
Woop, Horace, West Bridgford, Notts, W 
Cabinet Maker Nottingham Pet Dec 2 Ord 
Woor, WILLIAM ALFRED, Cheltenham, Sports © 
Che'tenham Pet Dec 22 Ord Deé 2 ofl 
ZADIG, ARTHUR, Queen Victoria st High Court 
22 } 


Ea 
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